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For the 1987-1988 North Carolina Annual Testing 
Program in the area of writing assessment, public sc^C/ol students in 
grades 6 and 8 were tested on the composing characteristics of main 
idea, supporting detail, organization and coherence. A total of 
78,045 sixth-grade students wrote a clarification composition 
focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they 
preferred that particular place, and 81,047 eighth-grade students 
wrote letters to a television producer persuading the producer, with 
sufficient elaboration, that where they live is the best place to 
live. Compositions were scored using a holistic scale of one to four, 
in addition to an independent score of a or with respect to 
the usage of standard English conventions. Results showed that 47.40% 
of the sixth graders and 66.07% of the eighth graders wrote well 
enough to score at or above the mid-point of the four point scale. A 
majority of the students displayed a reasonable command of English 
conventions. Writing scores for both grades improved when 
clarification and persuasive writing were measured. (Tables of the 
distribution of writing scores for descriptive, clarification, 
point-of-view, and persuasive writing for sixth, eighth, and ninth 
graders, sixth- and eighth-grade reader agreement status, and English 
conventions scores for sixth- and eighth-graders are included, and 
state and regional summary reports of the North Carolina Annual 
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TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1987-88 



ABSTRACT 



In 1982, the Annual Testing Commission recommended that writing be added to the North 
Carolina Annual Testing Program because writing is a basic skill and can be improved with 
appropriate emphasis. In 1987-88, sixth-grade students were tested on their ability to write a 
clarification composition focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they prefer the 
particular place, and eighth-grade students were asked to write a letter to a television producer 
persuading the producer, with sufficient elaboration, that where they live is the best place to live. 
The quality of the compositions was determined based on the composing characteristics of main 
idea, supporting detail, organization and coherence, and they were scored using a focused holistic 
scoie scale of 1 to 4. A second, independent score of a or was obtained from each reader 
on the student's performance with respect to the usage of standard English conventions. Each of 
78,045 sixth-grade student papers was read by twc readers with a perfect agreement rate of 71.0 
percent; 81,041 eighth-grade papers had a perfect agreement rate of 72.1 percent- The results of 
the writing test for public school students were as follows: 

1 . 47.40 percent of the sixth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid- 
point of the 4 point scale. About 1 1.08 percent of the sixth graders received a score 
of 3.5 or 4.0 and 13.70 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

2. About 66.07 percent of the eighth graders wrote well enough to score at or above 
the mid-point of the 4 point scale. Approximately 17.50 percent of the eighth 
graders scored 4.0 or 3-5, and about 5.99 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

3. A majority of the students (66.92 percent of sixth graders and 79.92 percent of 
eighth graders) (fisplayed a reasonable command of English conventions^ Only 
13.34 percent of the sixth graders and 6.44 percent of the eighth graders were 
deficient in these skills. 

Interpretation of writing scores across years must be made with care because of the 
difference in writing prompts, change in grade levels, time of year of the assessment, and 
emphasis within the classroom. In previous years, writing scores have improved at both grade six 
and grade eight when clarification and persuasive writing were tested. This year scores improved 
at both grades when clarification and persuasive writing were measured. The improvement was 
more dramatic for eighth graders. The regional scores varied somewhat but were in line with 
statewide averages. The scores for individual school systems, however, varied widely showing 
that writing had received greater emphasis in some systems than others.. 
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STATE REPORT 
TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1987 88 
THE ANNUAL TESTING PROGRAM 



At the November, 1982, meeting of the State Board of Education, the Annual Testing 
Commission reconmiendcd. that writmg be added as an assessment area to the North Carolina 
Annual Testing ProgranL ITie Annual Testing Commission believed that: (1) statewide emphasis 
on Writing instruction v/as needed; (2) the measurement of writing would improve staff 
development and instructional efforts in the area of writing; (3) more time and resources were 
needed for teaching writing; and (4) as a result of the writing assessment, there would be more 
iristiiiction in writing in the public schools. The Commission also strongly believed that writing 
was and continues to be a basic skill and could be improved with appropriate emphasis. 

The attached report describes the writing task which was administered m 1987-88 and 
explains how student compositicms were scored Grade six students were tested on their ability to 
write a clarification composition focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they 
prefer :to eat at the particular place. Eighth graders were evaluated on tfieir skills in writing a 
persuasive composition by addressing and persuading the producer of a television contest that 
where they live is the best place to live. Oi* the day of testing, individual copies of the prompt 
wcxe removed from sealed envelopes and given to each student who then had fifty minutes to 
complete the composition. Each paper was scored at a central site by two experienced, trained 
readers. 

As one of two scores, the composition was assigned either a 1, 2, 3, 4, or Non-Scorable, 
which reflected the reader's general imjHCSsion of each student's performance with respect to a set 
of prespecified criteria for each score point (focused holistic scoring). The quality of each 
composition was determined by considering such characteristics as (1) main idea, (2) supportive 
details, (3) organization and (4) coherence. A focused holistic score was assigned to each 
student*s paper based on these characteristics. In general, those responses that fell within the 
lower score-point range (1 and 2) of the score scale were those that, while they identified a main 
idea, failed to or just met the minimum criteria for supporting details because of a loss of focus or a 
vagueness in word choice. In these cases, characteristics of organization and coherence were 
rarely a factor in determining a student's overall score. As a rule, only those students who 
elaborated such that they demonstrated facility in all or most of the four characteristics achieved 
higher score-point values (3 and 4). 

The student's ability to use standard writing conventions (i.e., granmiar, spelling, usage, 
and sentence formation) was not included in determining a student's focused holistic score. A 
second, independent score was obtained from each reader on the student's performance with 
respect to the usage of standard English conventions. This score was reported as a or 
The paper exhibited an acceptable level of skills in sentence formation, usage, and mechanics; 
the "-" paper did not exhibit an acceptable level. 

At the sixth-grade level, each of the 78,045 student papers was read by two readers, with a 
perfect agreement rate of 71.0 percent. At the eighth-grade level, 81,047 student papers had an 
absolute agreement rate of 72.1 percent. Only .9 percent of the sixth-grade scores and .7 percent 
of the eighth-grade scores differed by more than one point At each grade level, there were 120 
papers that had been preassigned a true score. They were not distinguishable from any other 
papers and were circulated and scored daily by randomly selected readers. At the sixth-grade level, 



readers had absolute agreement with the scores of these papers 74.6 percent of the time, at the 
eighth grad6 they agreed 73.9 percent of the time. This agreement rate is similar to results achieved 
by other statewide writing assessments. 

The results of the writing test were as follows for public schools : 

1 . 47.40 percent of the sixth graders wrote well enough to score at or above the mid- 
point of the 4 point scale. About 11.08 percent of the sixth graders received a score 
of 3.5 or 4.0 and 13.70 percent scored 1.0 or 1.5. 

2. About 66.07 percent of the eighth graders wrote well enough to score at or above 
the mid-point of the 4 point scale. Approximately 17.50 percent of the eighth 
graders scored 4,0 or 3.5, and about 5.99 percent score 1.0 or 1.5. 

3 . On the English conventions' scores, a majority of the students (66.92 percent of 
sixth graders and 79.92 percent of the eighth graders) displayed a reasonable 
command of English conventions. Only 13.34 percent of the sixth graders and 
6.44 percent of Ae eighth graders were deficient in these skills. 

In the annual testing program assessment, the students are tested on four different modes of 
writing. Sixth-grade students arc asked to write either a clarification or descriptive composition, 
and eighth-grade students are asked to write either a persuasive or point-of-view composition. The 
years that each mode of writmg was administered are shown below: 



Each year when a type of writing assessment is repeated, the same scoring, criteria, and 
score point standards are used as in the previous years when the types of writing were assessed, 
but the guides are tailored to fit a particular prompt and the anchor papers are changed to 
correspond to Jie prompt Therefore, when examining writing scores from year to year, it is 
important to look at the years when a particular type of writing was evaluated rather than simply 
from one year to the next. 

An evaluative comparison of writing scores across years cannot be made without caution 
because writing prompts change each year. For instance, one prompt may be easier for students to 
respond to than another; therefore, the scores that year could be slightly higher. Other factors 
influencing performance include change in grade level, time of the year of the assessment, and 
emphasis within the classroom. All of those factors, along with writing type should be kept in 
mind when interpreting scores. 

Therefore, interpretation of writing scores across years must be made with care. At both 
grade levels, scores appear to be higher this year. There are more 3.5*s and 4*s than previous 
years with clarification and persuasive writing. On the lower end of the score scale, both grade 
levels, there are fewer Vs and L5*s than in 1984-85 and 1985-86 at sixth grade and in 1983-84 
and 1985-86 at eighth grade. Even though caution must be exercised in interpreting score point 
distribution movement across years, the data do seem to suggest an improvement in both 
clarification and persuasive writing performance in 1987-88 when compared to past years* 
administrations. 



Year 



1983- 84 

1984- 85 

1985- 86 

1986- 87 

1987- 88 



Sixth Grade 

Descriptive 

Qarification 

Qarification 

Descriptive 

Qarification 



Ninth and Eighth Grade 

Persuasive 

Point-of-View 

Persuasive 

Point-of-View 

Persuasive 



THE ANNUAL TESTING PROGRAM 
TESTING WRITING: GRADES SIX AND EIGHT, 1987-88 



Background 

On June 13, 1977, the North Carolina General Assembly enacted a law directing the State 
Board of Education to annually evaluate the educational progress of North Carolina students in the 
first, second, third, sixth, and ninth grades. Initially, testing was limited to reading, language arts 
and mathematics. 

Developmental efforts in the assessment of writing began in 1979. The Annual Testing 
Commission over the next four years reviewed materials, met with writing consultants, determined 
criteria to be measured, developed test items and scoring guides, conducted small-scale tiyouts, 
examined the procedures and products of preliminary studies, and conducted field studies on 
technical issues. The Commission's deliberations included public hearings to hear testimony fmm 
educators and the public. 

In 19S3, several test items were field tested mth selected sixth and ninth graders. Students 
writing samples were collected and scored using two different methods: focused holistic scoring* 
and criterion scoring. After examining field test results, the Annual Testing Commission chose 
items and the focused holistic scoring method to be used in the statewide assessment of writing 
scheduled for the 1983-84 school year. In 1983-84 the ninth-grade students were asked to do 
pei^suasive writing and sixth-grade students were asked to do descriptive writing. In 1984-85 the 
ninth-grade students were asked to do point-of-view writing and the sixth-grade students were 
asked to do clarification writing. In 1985-86 the eighth-grade students were asked to do 
persuasive writing and sixth-grade students were asked to do clarification. In 1986-87 the eighth- 
grade students were asked to do point-of-view writing and the sixth-grade students were asked to 
do discriptive writing. 

The Commission believes that statewide emphasis on writing instruction is needed and that 
the measurement of writing will encourage instructional attention to writing which, in turn, will 
improve student achievement in other areas of the curriculum. When writing is measured and the 
results are provided to teachers and students more information will be available to use in planning 
instruction, allocating time, and securing resources necessary for those who have not made 
adequate progress in learning to write well. In 1984, tlie Commission made the decision to return 
the students* essays to the schools. Copies of the scoring guides used by readers are sent to all 
sixth and eighth-grade teachers each year. The return of the students* essays allows teacher^ to use 
the scoring guides along with the essays to better understand the scoring criteria aiid to explain to 
parents the scores received by students each year. Writing is a basic skill and should be measured 
in order to focus attention on its development in the State's public schools. 



* Focused holistic scoring is the technical name given to scoring that reflects a reader's overall impression 
of a composition's quality, keeping in mind a set of prescribed characteristics and an acceptable level of proficiency. 



The Writing Task 



The sixth-grade writing task required students to write within 50 minutes a clarification 
composition focusing on their favorite place to eat and explaining why they prefer the particular 
place to eat. Basically, the writing task required students to choose a place to eat and explain their 
choice by giving reasons and elaborating their reasons. Throughout the composition, the writer 
was to deihonstrate and maintain organization and to write coherently so that sentences and 
transitions flowed smoothly. 

The writing task at the eighth grade required students to write a letter to a television 
producer persuading the producer that where they live is the besi place to live. In writing 
persuasively, the writer must convince the audience to make a particular choice or to agree with the 
writer. In attempting to persuade the audience, information of sufficient power or compelling 
details must be provided. Also, information must be presented which is deemed approi)riate for 
influencing a specified audience. As with other composition, the writiirr must be organized and 
coherent* 

Scoring Writing Samples 

Interest in the scoring of writing samples is not new in the field of education. For a long 
time, the general feeling was that it probably is not possible and certainly not wise to make 
assumptions about a writer's proficiency without reading actual writing samples. However, there 
were problems related to scoring large numbers cf writing samples. Writing scores were 
considered generally unreliable because of the difficulty in getting scorers to agree on the rating that 
should be assigned to a writing sample. 

Within the last ten years, however, sufficient concern about the general quality of writing 
among public school and college students in this country caused instructional and measurement 
specialists alike to reopen the issues related to scoring writing samples. Sufficient research has 
been conducted to isolate the sources of historic unreliability in writing scores. Because of these 
efforts, more reliable scores are possible when reader training and scoring procedures are carefully 
controlled and monitored. 

Focused holistic scoring has proven to be a versatile and a fairly reliable method of scoring 
writing samples. It is used by Texas, South Carolina, and Maryland in their writing assessments 
and has been adopted for use in North Carolina. 

Focused holistic scoring (as defined by the Annual Testing Commission) is closely related 
to holistic scoring and an assigned score reflects a reader's general impression of each 
composition's quality. This process differs from pure holistic scoring, however, in two important 
ways. First, it requires readers to focus their attention on a set of prescribed composition 
characteristics and to assign scores based on the level of facility in these areas that the writer 
demonstrates. Second, this process requires each possible score to represent a spec^fi^d level of 
proficiency for the set of composition characteristics being observed. Each point on the scale is 
anchored by a statement or series of statements describing the proficiency level that the point 
represents. The Commission selects a sample of student papers that represents each level or score 
point for readers to use as an anchor for a particular score point. The score is useful because it 
represents a specific type and level of performance. 

The second judgement made by the readers describes the writer's general proficiency with 
conventions of written composition. The reader decides whether the writer is or is not proficient in 
using accepted English conventions. 



Reader Training 



The first objective of reader training is to capitalize on the common knowledge and 
understanding among readers aiid to remove, at least temporarily, the biases tiiat readers might 
have about the importance and appropriateness of certain characteristics of written composition. 
The training material is designed to clearly define each characteristic that the reader will be asked to 
evaluate. Wherever possible the scoring guide, containing actual paptrs which were selected by 
the Comniission, minimizes the need for making judgements and inferences. It is essential that 
readers accept the definitions set forth in the scoring guide. 

Before scoring begins, test booklets containing the students* actual writing are divided so 
that obvious student and schooLidentification information are separated from the compositions. 
Thus, readers cannot be infl^iericcd by factors such as geographical location. Each composition is 
scored by two independent readers who in most cases are expected to assign the same score. To 
ensure accuracy in scoring, readers are required to reach a common understanding of the 
definitions and of applications of the definitions. They receive three days of intensive training on 
the scoring guide and anchor papers. Agreement with other readers and consistent adherence to the 
scoring criteria are monitored throughout the scoring session. Validity papjers are circulated among 
the readers throughout scoring to assure room-wide adherence to the scoring standards. If readers 
do not agree with validity papers a minimum of 70 percent, they are retrained. Team leaders 
receive special training and are able. to provide assistance or clarification to readers during each 
scoring session. In addition, team leaders rescore all compositions on which the tvvo cores differ 
by more than one point. Compositions for which the two scores differ by a single point are 
assigned a mid-point score. For example, if Reader A assigns a composition score of 2 and 
Reader B assigns the composition a score of 1, the score reported to the student and teacher is 1.5. 

Strict security guidelines are observed for the scoring process. For this reason, readers 
must sign a confidentiality statement, wear an identification badge in the scoring area, and leave all 
scoring materials in the scoring rooms. Security personnel monitor compliance with all security 
guidelines. 
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Results of the Writing Test 

Sixth Grade 

Sixth graders were asked to choose their favorite place to eat and tell why it is their 
favorite* The prompt and directions are shown below* 

Choose a place where you like to eat or would like to eat. Name the place and tell 
why you would like to eat there. 

As you write your paper, remember to: 

• Name the place where you would like to eat. 

• Give at least two different reasons why you would like to eat there and explain your 
reasons. 

• Write in complete paragraphs. 

• Check to be sure you are writing good sentences. 

• Use correct granmiar, spelling, punctuation, and capitalization* 

There were 77,045 public school student papers which were scored by two readers and 
rescored if the readers differed by more than one point on a four-point scale. The agreement rate of 
the readers is shown below. 

Table 1. Sixth-Grade Reader Agreement Status 



Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Apieement Resolution Required 
School Papers _n Percent n Pgrcgnt D ESECSnt 

77,045 54,739 71*0% 21,61 1 28.0% 695 .9% 

The 70 percent criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceed^ and the resolutions required were few* Readers had a 74.6 percent perfect agreement 
with the validity papers that were circulated daily. 

The rating score points ranged from 1 to 4 and are described below. 

Clarification Com position Score Scale 

4 = The paper exhibits a strong command of clarification writing. 

3 = The paper shows a reasonable command of clarification writing. 

2 = The paper focuses on a place to eat and attempts to establish reasons for preferring it to 

the other places to eat 
1 = There is evidence that the writer has read the prompt and attempted to respond to it. 
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The sixih-grade writing results are given below. About 11.1 percent of the students 
received a score of 3.5 or 4.0 and about 13.7 percent scored at 1.0 or 1.5. Likewise, 21.0 percent 
scored a 3.0 and 38.6 percent scored a 2.0. The standards are quite high for a 4 since the paper 
must show strengths in all four criteria used to assess writing (main idea, supporting detail, 
organization, and coherence). The 2 score point indicated that the student is able to focus on the 
task with a strategy in mind and give concrete descriptors. The paper remains in the 2 score point 
because of the sparsity of elaboration or an overriding flaw in organization and c-nerence. Less 
than one percent of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable. 

Table 2. Distribution of Writing Sco res for Sixth Graders 



5£2I£ n Percentage Cumulative Pgrcentagg 

4.0 3,537 4.59 4.59 

3.5 4,996 6.49 11.08 

3.0 16,125 20.93 32.01 

2.5 11,855 15.39 47.40 

2.0 29,710 38.56 85.96 

1.5 4,749 6.16 92.12 

1.0 5,811 7.54 99.66 

NS 262 .34 100.00 



A separate score was given for the correct use of accepted English conventions, including 
the student's ability to write complete sentences, to demonstrate appropriate usage of the language, 
and to use appropriate spelling, punctuation, and capitalization. A plus ratings score (+) was given 
if the student had a reasonable level of proficiency in sentence formation, usage, and mechanics. A 
minus score (-) indicated that the writer displayed severe problems in the three criteria listed above. 
Table 3 shows that the two readers per paper agreed that 66.9 percent of the papers used English 
conventions, 13.3 percent of the papers did not, and 19.7 percent of the papers received a plus 
from one reader and a minus from the other reader. Less Uian one percent of the papers were 
judged to be non-scorable and received minus convention scores. 

Table 3. English Conventions Score s for Sixth Graders 



Reader Agreem ent n Pgrcentagg 

plus/plus (++) 51,556 66.92 

plus/minus (+-) 15,209 19.74 

minus/minus (-) 10,280 13.34 



Of the students scoring 3.0 or higher on the focused holistic scale, more than 83.63 percent 
had double-plus (++) ratings on English conventions. The percentage of double-plus ratings for 
1.0, 1.5, and 2.0 score scales was 35.76 percent, 44.81 percent, and 61.75 percent respectively. 
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Eighth Grade ' 

Eighth graders were asked to write a letter persuading the producer of a television program 
that where they live is the best place to live. The prompt and directions arc shown below. 

A television program is having a contest titled 'The Best Place to Live" Write a 
letter convincing the producer of the program that where you live is the bestpla je to live. 



As you write, remember to: 

• Tell the producer why you arc writing. 

• Give at least two reasons why where you live is the best place to live and explain your reasons. 

• Write in complete paragraphs. 

• Check to be sure you are writing good sentences. 

• Use correct grammar, spelling, capitalization, and punctuation. 

As with the sixth grade, two readers read each paper with rescoring required for any paper 
with scores that differed by 2 or more points. A total of 81,047 public school student papers were 
scored, with 72.1 percent perfect agreement The overall agreement rates are shown below. 

Table 4. Eighth Grade Reader Agreement Status 



Total Public Perfect Agreement Adjacent Agreement Resolution Feqvired 

School Papers n Percent n ££ m D — JEeccSIlt 

81,047 58,453 72.1% 22,021 27.2% 573 .7% 

The 70% criterion rate for perfect agreement required by the State Board of Education was 
exceeded and the resolutions required were few. Readers had a 73.9 percent perfect agreement 
rate with the validity papers that were circulated daily. 

The rating score points ranged from 1 to 4 and are described below. 

4 = The response exhibits a strong command of persuasive writing. 
3 = The response exhibits a reasonable command of persuasive writing. 
2 = The response exhibits a weakness of persuasive writing. 
1 = The response exhibits a lack of command of persuasive writing. 

The eighth-grade writing results show that about 17.5 percent of the students received a 
score of 3.5 or 4.0 and about 6.0 percent scored at 1.0 or 1.5. About 33.6 percent scored at 3.0 
and 27.6 percent scored at 2.0. The standards are quite high for a 4 since the paper must show 
strengths in all four criteria used to assess writing (main idea, supporting detail, organization, and 
coherence). The 2 score point indicates that the student is able to focus on the task vv'ith a strategy 
in mind and give clear reasons for the position. The paper remains in the 2 score point because of 
the sparsity of elaboration or an overriding flaw in organization and coherence. Less than one 
percent of the papers had problems which made them non-scorable. 
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spore 


n 




4.0 


6,664 


8.22 


3.5 


7,525 


9.28 


3.0 


27,202 


33.56 


2.5 


12,169 


15.01 


2.0 


22,361 


27.59 


1.5 


2,307 


2.85 


1.0 


2,541 


3.14 


NS 


278 


.34 



Table 5. Distrihiirinn of Writing Scores for Eighth Gra dglS 

CumnlariveFjcentape 
8.22 
17.50 
51.06 
66.07 
93.66 
96.51 
99.65 
99.99 

Each studc.it's ability to correctly use accepted English conventions to write complete sentences, 
use words appropriately, spell, punctuate, and capitalize properly was measured by a separate 
score. As with the sixth-grade scoring process, a plus rating (+) was given if the writer 
demonstrated a reasonable level of proficiency and minus rating (-) was given if there were severe 
problems in using English conventions appropriately. Table 6 shows 79.92 percent of the 
compositions were acceptable to both readers and 6. 144 percent were not. 13.64 percent received 
a plus from one reader and a minus from the other. Less than one percent of the papers were 
judged to be non-scwable and received minus conventi<»is score. 

Table 6. English Conventions Scores for Eighth Graders 

Reader Agreement n PcfCCTtagg 

plus/plus (++) 64,773 79.92 

plus/minus (+-) 11,052 13.64 

minus/minus (--) 5,2 ''^ 6.44 

Of the students scoring 3.0 or higher, more than 90. 1 percent received double-plus ratings 
(++). The percentage of double-plus (++) ratings for the students scoring at 1.0, 1.5, and 2.0 was 
3 1 .21 , 49.07, and 7 1 .36 respectively. 
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^^fyiftw nfPmviftiis- Writing Performance 



Comparisons of writing performance, based on focused holistic scoring, across years is 
difficult due to tiie pattern of scores tiiat a given prompt produces. One prompt by its very nature 
m?.y produce a distribution of scores tiiat is uniformly higher or lower tiian anotiier prompt. OUier 
prompts may tend to be easier to produce reasons and elaborations for and yield greater 
proportions of particulai:. score points. North Carolina's scoring guides maintain exactiy Uie same 
standards across years for a mode of comixisition; however, tiie special characteristics of a prompt 
csm produce different distributions of scores from these guides. Anotiier problem in making tiie 
straight comparisons across years is tiie difference in experience resiilting from tiie actual time of 
the school year tiic assessment was administered, at what grade, level tiie assessment was 
administered, and tiie nuniber of years between assessments. Furthermore, emphasis given each 
type of writing in tiie curriculum may vary from classroom to classroom. For these reasons, 
changes in writing across years are difficult to interpret However, witii these cautions in mind, 
tiie data in Tables 7 and 8 are presented 

The percentage of . students receiving scores of 3.5 or better has increased from 4.25 in 
1984-85 to 4.58 in 1985-86 to 11.08 for clarification writiiig at grade 6 and from 2.37 to 4.23 to 
17.50 for persuasive writing at giaie 8. Because ti"* criteria haye not differed, any change at tiiese 
levels is notewortiiy. Anotiier obvious differehce across tiie time period is tiie drop from 63.2 to 
1 8.43 to 5:99 peirent receiving a score of 1.0 or 1.5 far tiie same type of writing in grade 8. 

The following tables show tiie score point distribution for tiie years that descriptive, point- 
of-view, clarification and persuasive writing have been assessed. 



Table?. Distribution of Writing Sco res for Descriprive Writing 
for Sixth Graders 



1983-84 198^S7 

n Pereentaye SSSTS. — D PgTggntagg 

3.271 3.83 4.0 1.812 2.29 

3,618 4.23 3.5 2.632 3.32 

17,096 19.99 3.0 9,405 11.87 

10 827 12.66 2.5 8,730 11.02 

32,957 38.54 2.0 24,345 30.74 

6,340 7.41 1.5 9,688 12.23 

10,704 12.52 1.0 22,312 28.17 

698 .82 NS 279 .36 



Distribution of Writing Scores for Cl arification Writing 
for Sixth Graders 



1984-85 

D 

1,203 
2,138 
12,033 
10,801 
27,879 
11,035 
16,870 
575 



Percentage 

1.45 

2.80 
14.55 
13.06 
33.71 
13.34 
20.40 
.70 



SSQJSL 

4.0 
3.5 
3.0 
2.5 
2.0 
1.5 
1.0 
NS 



1985-86 



1,131 
2,591 
14,657 
12,913 
38,928 
5,584 
4,928 
423 



Percentage 

1.39 
3.19 
18.06 
15.91 
47.97 
6.88 
6.07 
.52 



1987-88 



Score n Percgntagg 

.;.0 3,537 4.59 

3.5 4,996 6.49 

3.0 16,125 20.93 

2.5 11.855 15.39 

2.0 29,710 38.56 

1.5 4,749 6.16 

1.0 5,811 7.54 

NS 262 .34 



12 



Tables. Distribution of Writing Scores for Point-o f-View Writing 
for Ninth and Eighth Graders 



1984-S5 



1986-87 



Score 


n 


Percentage 


Score 


n 


Percentage 


4.0 


3,823 


4.10 


4.0 


1,484 


1.79 


3.5 


4,652 


4.99 


3.5 


3,066 


3.69 


3.0 


18,788 


20.16 


3.0 


13,529 


16.30 


2.5 


11,537 


12.38 


2.5 


13,209 


15.91 


2.0 


35,563 


38.15 


2.0 


36,204 


43.61 


1.5 


6,844 


7.34 


1.5 


6,768 


8.15 


1.0 


11,535 


12.28 


1.0 


8,543 


10.29 


NS 


468 


.50 


NS 


212 


.26 



1983-84 



Distribution of Writing Scores for Persuasive Writing 
for Ninth and Eighth Graders 

1985-86 



Score 




Percentage 






4.0 


869 


.99 


4.0 


1,282 


3.5 


1,206 


1.38 


3.5 


2,390 


3.0 


4,039 


4.61 


3.0 ; 


. 10,453 


2.5 


5,735 


6.54 


2.5 


12,410 


2.0 


19,394 


22.12 


2.0 


43,844 


1.5 


15,741 


17.95 


1.5 


7,999 


1.0 


39,652 


45.23 


1.0 


8,010 


NS 


1,035 


1.18 


NS 


485 



Percentag e 

1.48 
2.75 
12.03 
14.29 
50.47 
9.21 
9.22 
.56 



1987-88 



Score 

4.0 

3.5 

3.0 

2.5 

2.0 

1.5 

1.0 

NS 



n 



6,664 
7,525 
27,202 
12,169 
22,361 
2,307 
2,541 
278 



Percentage 
8.22 
9.28 
33.56 
15.01 
27.59 
2.85 
3.14 
.34 
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SUMMARWEPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



STATE 



NUMBER 
TESTED 




StXtB 

^ .Jotal: 

Non-Hanai capped : 

RIGION 1-NORTHIAST 

Handel**^- 
Noia-Hanoicapped : 



REGION 2-SOliTHBAST 
^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-^Hanoicapped : 

RB6I0N 3-CBMtRAL 

Hand*cl****d- 
Mon-Handicapped : 

REGION 4-SOUTH CENTRAL 

Total: 9,906 
766 
8,945 



8,898 
754 
7,886 

12,530 
l|022 
11^346 



Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

REGION 5-NbRTH CENTRAL 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

REGION 6-SOUTHflBST 
„ ^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 




12; 3 



13,431 
i;i83 
ll|950 



REGION 7-NORTHNEST 
^ ^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Eandicapped : 

REGION 8-lfESTERN 
. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 



7,764 
714 
6,962 

6,441 
624 

5,771 



ERIC 



17 



FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



4.6 
0.4 
5.1 



4.2 



1:1 

3.6 



6. 



2.8 
0.1 
3.1 



1:1 

6.0 



4;4 

i:i 



4.3 
0.1 
4.7 



5.2 
0.5 
5.7 



6.5 20.9 
0.6 4.2 
7.1 22.6 



7.2 

U 



PERCENTAGES 



15.4 



4.8 __ 
1.6 3 
5.3 24.5 



22.| 



6.2 
16.2 



14.3 
5.2 
15.3 



5.5 21.2 
0.3 4.4 
6.1 22.9 




4.9 17.5 
0.5 2. 
5.3 18. 



14.7 
3.8 
15.6 



20. 
4. 

22.3 



"4 

17.9 




40.0 
42.5 
39.6 



41.1 
42.8 
40.7 



7.5 20.4 15.3 35.1 
0.7 ^3.1 6.7 35.5 
8.1 22.0 16.1 35.1 



43.4 
36.9 
44.0 



7.4 21.5 15.8 
0.3 5.4 7.6 40.3 
8.1 23.1 16.5 36.5 



36.8 
40..^ 



6.4 22.0 15.4 38.5 
l.Q 5.0 6.3 40.5 
6.9 23.8 16.3 38.2 



6.8 22.1 15.7 39.5 
0.7 3.6 7.1 43.8 
7.4 24.1 16.5 39.0 



36.2 
38.3 
35.8 



6.2 7.5 
14.1 32.3 
5.4 5.2 



hi 

5.2 



5.7 

J: 



»:i 



5.0 
13.3 
4.1 



8.5 

H: 



6.2 7.5 
13.9 30.5 
5.5 5.4 



6.6 3.4 

't:l 't:l 



7.2 8.9 
15.0 37.3 
6.5 6.5 



7.0 

30.- 



lt',7 3SJ 
5.2 4.5 



4.1 



6.7 7.0 
16.7 30.0 
5.6 4.5 



0.3 
2.4 
0.1 



0.4 
2.6 
0.2 



0.3 
2.7 
0.1 



0.4 

2.2 
0.2 



0.5 
3.7 
0.2 



0.2 
1.1 
0.1 



0.4 

0.2 



0.2 
2.2 
0.0 



0.3 
2.6 
0.1 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



++ +- 



66.9 
23.6 
71.0 



PERCENTAGES 

19.7 13.3 
24.7 51.7 
19.3 9.7 



63.4 
19.4 
67.5 

66.9 
23.7 
70.8 




64.8 
24.0 
68.5 



71. 

26.. 

75.4 



67.0 
20.1 
71.7 



69.5 
25.1 
74.0 



64.1 
21.2 
68.6 



22.1 
27.6 
21.7 



20.1 
24." 
19. 



19.5 



20.8 
22.6 

20.5 



18.4 

25." 
17. 



19.3 
25.1 
18.7 



18.0 
23.5 
17.4 



21.5 
23.4 
21.3 



■ts- 




12.9 
51.5 
9.3 



15.6 
49.1 
12.4 



14.4 
53.4 
11.0 



10.1 
47.4 
6.9 



13.7 
54.8 
9.6 



12.6 
51.4 
8.6 



14.5 

55.4 
10.1 



BASKSNUS 



EXCEPTIONAL STUDENT SURVEY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS 
4-0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



4-4- 



Hot Exceptional 
Gifted 

Muitihandicapped 

Hearirtg Impaired 

Speech and/or Language 
Irnpaired 

Visually bnpaired 

Behaviorally/Emotionally 
Handicapf)ed 

Ortriopedically Impaired 



61,S06 
7.570 
91 
104 
400 
40 
715 
37 



Specific Learning Disability 



Mentally Handicapped 
Other Health Impainnent 
Unknown 
STATE TOTAL 



8S8 
74 
1.4B7 
77.049 



J9 . 




3.2 
20.0 
1.1 
3.8 
0.5 
2.5 
0.3 
5.4 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
1.7 
4.6 



5.8 



0.0 



0.0 



2.3 



0.0 



1.0 



0.5 



0.0 



4.1 



21.2 



0.0 



7.7 



8.8 



3.5 



4.5 



0.3 



5.4 



PERCENTAGES 
16.7 41.3 



17.3 33.6 12.9 14.6 



7.7 48.1 



11.3 50.3 



10.0 12.5 45.0 



12.2 51.4 



4.5 17.6 15.7 41.5 



6.6 20.9 15.4 38.6 



5.9 



1.0 



9.1 



6.2 



5.7 



0.6 



2.2 34.1 11.0 46.2 



15.4 17.3 



9.5 19.8 



7.5 17.5 



5.7 42.4 13.3 32.6 



0.0 10.8 18.9 43.2 10.8 10.8 



6.5 42.2 15.1 29.4 



1.6 19.5 12.8 56.8 



9.5 17.6 



9.3 



7.5 



0.2 
0.0 
5.5 
0.0 
0.8 
5.0 
1.3 
0.0 
1.4 
9.0 
0.0 
0.6 
0.3 



PERCENTAGES 

68.0 21.1 10.9 



94.8 
19.8 
51.0 
41.5 
47.5 
34.7 
62.2 
21.4 
9.1 
47.3 
67.7 
66.9 



4.7 
15.4 
26.0 
26.3 
20.0 
25.5 
27.0 
25.8 
19.0 
24.3 
18.9 
19.7 



0.4 
64.8 
23.1 
32.3 
32.5 
39.9 
10.8 
52.8 
71.9 
28.4' 
13.3 
13.3 






SUMMAM^PORT 

CcKTeicte3 
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Writing Assessment 1 987-1 98^ 



REQia^ iiCION 1~M0RTHBAST 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: NovembeM987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATS. 

, , Total; 

RBGIOIf ir-MORTHIAST 
Total: 

BIAUEORt COUNTT 
Total; 



Noh-SanlSicaf fed ; 

NASRINGTOif CITT 

Hand'ca***!* 
if on-Hand icaj^j^d : 

BBRTIE COUMTY 

g^^.. Total; 

Nonr-Handicaj^j^d : 

CANDBN COUNTY 

g^^i; Total: 

Non-Hand icaSl^ed : 

CHOWAN COUNTY 

Hand*c^***d' 
Non-Hand icaj^^ed : 

CURRITUCK COUNTY 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

DARE COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand 1 capped : 




261 



317 

1 
29 



69 
7 
59 



148 
6 

141 



164 

12 
152 



176 
2 
44 



LERJC' 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 ^5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



U 

2.1 



7.2 



0. - 
4.5 



7.1 



4.8 22.! 
1.6 3.1 
5.3 24.! 



U 

3.5 



17.1 
0.0 Q.O 
4.6 18.4 



10.2 



4.1 
0.0 
4.3 



Z-9 

hi 

9,1 



31.! 
.0 0.1 
3.4 33.1 



22.2 



PERCENTAGES 



^.5 20.9 15.4 



4.2 6.2 
22.6 16.2 




13.3 
3.6 
14.2 



16.7 
10.5 
17.1 



15.9 
14.3 
15.3 



2 

24 



11.4 



21 



36.3 
47.4 
35.6 



33.3 
28.6 
33.9 



I'.i sS'J 

4.1 40.4 



33.5 11,0 35.4 
16.7 8.3 41.7 
34.9 11.2 34.9 



42. 



50. ( 
29.5 



:8 



6.2 7.5 
14.1 32.3 
5.4 5.2 




tt:i 1$:? 

45.9 6.6 




10.1 
35.7 
7.9 



17.4 
52.6 
14.6 



4.1 

10.5 
3.7 2 



3.5 



5.8 

0.0 



3.4 8.1 
16.7 33.3 
2.8 6.4 



1.2 4.3 
.3 16.7 
.7 3.3 



8.0 10.2 
V-g 50.0 
4.5 0.0 



0.1 



0.4 
2.6 
0.2 



0.3 

u 



8- 
2* 

0. 



:8 



8:8 



++ +- 



66.9 
23.6 
71.0 




63.0 
7.1 
67.9 



70.8 
21.1 
74.7 



PERCENTAGES 

19.7 13.3 
24.7 51.7 
19.3 9.7 



22.1 
27.6 
21.7 



22.5 14.5 

i!:! lU 




64.4 

10.5 
67.8 



72.5 
14.3 
79.7 



13.5 
15.8 
13.4 



20.2 
31.6 
19.5 



15.9 
14.3 
16.9 



15.7 
63.2 
11.9 




11.6 
71.4 
3.5 



23.0 19.6 
33.3 66.7 
22.7 17.0 



26.2 5.5 

33.3 16.7 
25.7 4.6 



4.5 



8.5 
100.0 
4.5 



22 



MSKSMUS 

REQIprt ilGIOIt 1-KORTHIAST 

NUMBER 
TESTED 



mi 



:GATI9 CODMTT 

„ - i Total: 

ifo.4:!!Sigs 

miiTroRO couiiTT 

if6)i-il»ii3i ca||Sd ! 

BTOI COOMTT 

Total: 

NmiN COUMTY^^^ 
HonwSSSSica 

Handica 
Bdica 



Nofi'-Haadxcal 
PIRQUIMMiS 




Rand' J®**** 
Non-Handxca||^c 

PIIT COiniTf. 




TotaJ 

Ndn-Rindxcapbe( 



Han^icai 



TTRRiLi. jcouirnr. 

Nbtt-HandicallSd : 
NliSBIllGTOIt 



^ gaadicai 



ERIC 




97 

324 
297 



37 
3 

356 
3 



12 
1 
11 



lrl3 



5j 
17l 



SUMK4ARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 



NS 



i 



h 



12.4 
14.3 

12.2 



42.2 



h 

3,1 



PERCENTAGES 



26.5 li 



7.3 28.1 1 
7.8 30.4 li 



26v7 Ij 
29.1 l! 

6.7 231* U 



1 4.3 23.4 1< 



.6 12.4 14 



8 




?f:l 

22.2 



1 m 



7 3 



34.5 



11:1 



*t.: 



hi 

1.1 



1( 
ll 



13.! 



4.2 

20.0 
2.7 



5.0 



12. 
12 
12 



ii:! 

9.4 



2( 

4; 

2} 



4;i 



2.0 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



++ 



+- 



PERCENTAGES 



3| 
3! 



I!;: 



65. 7 



6§:i 



|1.7 
66:1 



8 



fi:i 
57.! 



If;' 



si.'i 11:2 ih 



18:1 

26.5 



20.5 
16.7 
21.0 



ZS'S 20.0 



24.7 
27.4 
24.4 



14.3 

*i:! 



H:f 

9.5 





SUMMAflHPORT 

CorracT 
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REGION: RIGION 2-S0!ITHIAST 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATI 

Non-Hand i caf i«c 
REGION 2- 

Ban 

Non-Han 




Total 



ST 



77,04' 

7,68< 



BRUNSWICK COUNTY 
Total : 



Non-Han 



CARTIRST COUMTT 
Total: 



Non-Han 



632 
41 

591 



58' 

4\ 



HtM BBRN/CRAVm COUNTT 

Non-Ranoica; 

DUPLIN COUNTT 

Tota] 



Non-*Ran 



Handicappec; 
aicappac 



GREBNB COUNTT 

Total 



Randica 
Non-Rand ica 



JONBS COUNTT 

Total: 

Non-Han 



Handic?2t£5e5r 
di capped: 



LBNIOR COUNTY 

Tota] 
Hand^cappec 
Non-Rand i cappec 



929 
559 

189 



120 
14 
106 



458 
37 
415 



ERIC 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 ^0 1.5 1.0 NS 



5.1 



t.3 
1.4 
.6 



3.5 
2.4 
3.6 



U 

4.3 



1:8 

1.4 



u 

1.1 

u 

4.7 



.7 



•i 

:i 



6.1 

u 



6.3 

U 



5. 



U 

2.6 
1.7 

S:? 

3.9 



2S.9 
4.2 
22.6 



21.2 
4.4 

22.9 



23.4 

25!8 

20.2 
2l!i 



21.1 
1.2 
22.9 



18.6 
21.2 
26.4 



16 
18.3 



PERCENTAGES 

'hi m 

16.2 38.4 



14.1 
5.1 
15.1 



18.5 
12.2 
19.0 



14.4 



it:' 



1*5.4 
4.7 
17.4 



lu.2 
3.6 
16.4 



10.8 
7.1 
11.3 



15.5 
2.7 
16.6 



42.8 
40.7 



37.2 



46.7 



34.1 



46.2 
44,6 
46 3 



47.5 
57.1 
46.2 



41.5 
51.4 
40.7 



6.2 
14.1 
5.4 



6.2 



5.4 



8.0 
21.7 
6.5 



S-2 



7.2 
16.1 
6.2 



14.8 


3J 


>.7 


10.5 






1.3 


14.9 




3S 


1.7 


9.5 



u 

5r7 



10. 1 



5, 



3^: 

5, 



6. 
21. 
4. 



1:! 



8.9 
32.1 
6.4 



13.9 
40.4 
7.4 

a • o 
11.6 



0.3 

U 



0.7 
5.8 
0.2 



0.4 

3:8 



0.8 

5: 



0.0 

8:8 

0.7 

8:? 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: Noveml)er, 1987 



M 

66.9 



57.1 
12.2 
60.2 



1.2 

_ J.3 
75.1 



58.2 
20.9 
61.7 



67.8 
21.4 
73.1 



6§ 
29 
73.5 



58.3 
21.4 
63.2 



69.4 
37.8 
73. w 



PERCENTAGES 

19.7 
24,7 
19.3 



20.: 
24.1 
19.! 



?i:i 

23.! 



21.2 
26.7 
19.4 



27.3 
30.2 
27.0 



17.5 
23.2 
16.8 



20.3 
21.3 
20.1, 



27.5 
21.4 
28.3 



18.3 
24.3 
17.3 



9.7 
12.9 

fl:l 



9.1 
45.1 



14.5 
48.8 
11.3 



14.7 



14. 

48. 
6.3 



14.2 
57.1 
8.5 



12.2 
37.8 
9.6 



25 



26 



■ASKSNULS 



REGHON: JIB6I0N 2-SQUTHKAST 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 
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GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



KINSTON CITY , 

lOif BU^IOyitRcC 
Non-HanSic! 



OMSLOW COUMTt 
'NpnrfHSSditeSf Sid : 

cm UEjiinn 

Total: 



Non-rHaiK 



Handicapptd: 

aicapj^d: 



9AMLIC0 COOMTt 
Tota 



Ndn-rHani 



PENDIR COONTT 

Total: 



l^on-Hani 



Handicapped: 
qi capped: 



SAMPSON COUMTT 

HandicI^**J* 
NonTHandic$Sed : 

CLINTON CitT 

^ Total 
Handica; 
Non-Handicaj 

If ATNB COUNTY , 
Total: 





NUMBER 
TESTED 



'I! 

315 
1,145 
1,012 

% 

242 

137 



347 

27 
320 



398 

m 

175 



93} 

si! 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



8.7 
1.1 
9.5 



2.1 
O.Q 
2.3 



2 



5.1 



11.2 
0.0 
12.7 



13.6 
4.4 



5.6 

!:i 

8.3 

H 

9.1 

^ e «r 



38.0 
17.2 
40.0 



20.5 

21.8 
11.1 
22.7 



16.9 
17.4 

ii:f 

27.4 

19.1 
20l5 



PERCENTAGES 



10.4 
2.4 
11.4 




15.3 
6.5 
15.7 



14.7 
2.7 
15.9 



24.1 



6.6 



12.7 
7.4 
13.1 



13.1 
14 i 2 



23.2 

,8 
6 



10 



46.9 
40.0 
46.3 



45.4 
55.6 
44.6 



59.2 
30.0 
61.3 



foil 



40.0 
43.1 
40.7 



34.3 



47.5 
41.7 
47.5 



7.6 
14.6 
6.7 



1:1 



2.3 
1€.7 
1.2 



1.0 



4.6 
11.1 
4.1 



2I:! 

5.7 



4.6 
6.7 
3.7 



9.3 



41 

0.1 



6.3 



4.2 

16.7 
2.9 



30' In 

6.6 



2^:1 

6.3 



2i!o 

3.3 



10.6 



7.1 

'1:1 



0.2 
2.7 
0.0 



;1 



.3 



.4 



:8 



0.4 

S:o' 



++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



65.7 
29.3 
70.5 



75.9 
26.9 
79.6 



67.6 
26.7 
69.6 



66.4 

11:1 

81.0 



11:! 



63.4 
19.4 
71.6 



62.! 



73.2 
21.7 
76.2 



* 11.8 
39.0 31.7 
20.3 9.2 



15.2 
25.8 
14.7 



19.7 
22.7 
20.4 



25.2 
11.1 
26.4 



12.2 
20.0 
11.7 



22.8 
29.6 
22.2 



19.9 
22.2 
19.1 



25.7 



16.0 
21.7 
15.2 



8.9 
47.3 
5.7 



12.7 
50.7 
10.1 



8.4 

'hi 



7.3 



12.4 
44.4 

9.7 



16.8 
58.3 
9.3 



16.5 



10.9 




5 




Mb 




SUMMAR|[^PORT 

, Corirectsd 

The North Carolina Anhuai Testing Program 
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REGikM: BBGIOir i-SODTHBAST 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 ZO 1.5 1.0 NS 



++ +- 



GOLDSBORO CIT7 

Hand' ''****d« 



360 
22 
337 



IT 



fcERlC^ 



1.4 

0.0 
1.5 



PERCENTAGES 

11.1 14.7 49.4 
4,5 4.5 27.3 
11.6 15.4 50.7 



i:1 



13.3 



PERCENTAGES 



62.5 23.1 14.4 

13.6 18.2 68.2 
65.6 23.4 11.0 



REGHON: UGIOlf 3-CEllTRAL. 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
' Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



++ +- 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



1: 



STATI 

HandicAi 

iOGIOll SrCBMTRAi. 

^. Total 
Handfcappctq 
Non-Hanqic.appeq 

OUIUUM COUMTt . 

^. Total 
Hand^ca; 
Non-Hand ica 

ouiuuic cm 

ii. Total 
Hand^cappad 
Npn-Hanoicappeq 

iDGICOIIBI CODMTT 
Total: 
. Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

TAMPORO? CITY , 
Total: 



Handica; 
MopTRpnoiqa: 



PRMIKLIM COUNTT, 
^. Tptal 
Handfca; 
Non-Hanqicai 

FiuuncLiiiTcm ci^ , 

Total 
Haiid|cai 
rHandi< 




Nonr 



Lca 



GRANVILU; C0_ 
" ■.C-.;;^;-:Tota3 
Hand|capi 
Non-Hanoxcapi 




77,045 

ll|346 

1,208 
1,1^2 



573 

sll 



342 



218 
302 



97 



43! 



5.1 



6. 



1.7 

!:? 

10.2 
4.7 



2.1 
0.0 
2.2 



2.2 
0.0 
2.5 



11.6 11.6 
1.7, 1.3 
12.5 12.3 



1:1 

3.7 
6.7 



PERCENTAGES 



.5 20.9 
.6 4.2 
7.1 22.6 



20.4 
3.1 
22.0 



26.2 
5.2 
27.7 



11.7 

"r.l 

29.2 



15.4 
6.2 
16.2 



15.3 
6.7 
16.1 



18.0 

11-7 
18.3 



1:1 

1.1 



3§ 



35.1 
35.5 
35.1 



23.1 

41. 

21. 



1.2 
1.6 
1.3 



hi H'\ 
0.0 0.1 

3.7 22.! 



1.2 



1.1 11.2 11.6 
1.0 Q.O 3.7 
1.9 12.3 12.3 



2.1 17.5 14.4 
0.0 Q.O 0.0 

2.2 18.5 15.2 



45 



51.1 



6.2 7.5 
14.1 32.3 
5.4 5.2 



6.6 



8.4 

* 36. 
5.8 5. 



s'.i 

14.1 



35.0 2.7 
53.6 10.7 
33.6 2.0 



48.9 5.6 
66.7 6.7 
47.7 5.5 



45.0 7.9 
44.^ 25.9 




3.8 
23.4 
2.5 



10.0 
11.2 

11.6 
26.7 
10.6 



2i:i 

6.3 6.3 



6.2 7,2 
0.0 60.0 
6.5 4,3 



3i!5 
4.1 



.3 



0.4 

2.2 
0.2 



0.: 
0.: 



0.3 



1.5 



66.9 

n-.t 

ii'.o 



75.1 
29.9 
78.5 



43.2 



59.1 
14.3 
62.6 



60.1 
20. Q 
62. 



57.4 



56.7 
59 

51.5 
3.8 
53.5 



PERCENTAGES 

19.7 13.3 
24.7 51.7 
19.3 9.7 



19.9 
25.0 
19.5 



18.1 
35.1 
17.2 



32.8 
26.5 
33.2 



15.5 
10.7 
16.1 



22.7 
20.6 
22.9 



22.5 
29.6 
21.9 



24.7 



15.6 
49.1 
12.4 



6.8 



26.2 
67.6 
23.6 



25.4 
75.0 
21.3 



17.2 
60.0 
14.2 



20.1 

n-.i 

16.3 






SUMMAHpEPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



REGIpl^fc RI6I0N 3>CIMTRAL 




GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOUSTiC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 ^5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



CONVENTION SCORES 
++ +- 



)0 



HALIFAI COUMTT 
Total 



Handicapped: 
rrBandicappad: 



Hon 



ROAMOni RAPIDS CITY 

HaBdica®**d' 
NonrHand i caf j^d : 

iniLbOII CITT 

Hand* '***J 
;Non-Handica|^ed 

JOHNSTON COONTT 

'Non'-Hanqicall^a : 

HASH COUMTT 

„ . Total: 
_ Eandfcapped: 
Non-Hanja i capped : 

ROCKY NOONT CITY 
Total: 



Handica 
Non-Hand ica 





NORTHAMPTON C01 
^. Tota 
Handica: 
Non-Hand icai 

VANCE COUNTY 

. . Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

HAKE COUNTY 

^. Total: 
_ Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 



.33 



212 

li 

110 

loi 



l,lj 
i,o! 



751 

MS 

354 



247 



544 
51 
448 



4,235 
432 

3,763 



S:8 

6.4 



1:1 

y 

3.6 



I: 

2.2 



PERCENTAGES 



M M 

19.6 15.0 33. 



8.5 



10.1 
51.7 
7.5 



3 ■ 



U III I?:? 11:! li;? 3?:i 

7.8 20.2 17.8 38.3 6.<. 5.6 

8.2 22.2 19.3 28.1 8.8 7.0 

5«9 A'l 28.6 22.1 

9.1 24.1 20.5 27.4 6.8 5.3 



20.1 31.: 



iq!o si'.i 

8.2 5.' 



7.4 12.9 
.0 _0.0 .5.g 



14.4 43.! 
5.0 35.1 
.1 14.2 15.0 44.: 



7.7 10. Q 



20.0 
6.5 



7. 



:S 'h\ 

.7 24.1 



20.1 
5.1 
23.1 



6.2 19.1 13.1 
0.7 2.8 6.5 
6.9 20.9 13.9 



33.3 
33.3 
32.1 



39.2 



0.2 



M M M M M y 4:1 M 



0.4 
2.4 

0.2 



0.5 
0.1 



0.7 



13.7 39.2 0. 
6.0 3.1 0. 



5.0 10.4 0.7 

m U 



PERCENTAGES 



*3:l 

44.1 



66.8 
24.7 
70.3 



fi:S 

65.6 

54.2 
48.7 



51.5 
15.7 
55.6 



77.4 

m 



i?:? 

30.6 



12.7 



18.3 

ii:$ 

19.6 



24.1 
32.! 
24.1 



22.5 
30.0 
22.3 



28.0 
45.0 
26.7 



24.4 

15.7 
25.2 



13.4 
23.6 
12.3 



28.2 

ii:i 



41.9 

ii:i 

72 6 

SSlQ 10.0 
74.9 13.1 12. 



14.1 

3r 



M 



10.1 



14.4 



24.7 
60.0 
23.4 



21.5 



24 1 
68.6 
19.2 



5.1 



34 



IMBSMUS 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



REQidN: liiGION 3-CBllTRAL 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



++ +- 



NJUIRKN COUNTT . 
Non-iandica! 



WILSON COOMTT ' 

. ..Total: 
Handicapped: 
Nofir-Rand&cappad t 



i5 




PERCENTAGES 



1.1 M M 



12.6 28.0 16.' 



m 



21 



26.8 



4:2 

ii:2 



44.6 1|;4 21:5 
25.3 5.2 3.0 



59.4 
25. Q 
63.5 



PERCENTAGES 



*f:? |2:; 

53.4 29.7 16.1 



' J 




-at". 




The 



SUMMAR>^|0>ORT 

Corrected 

North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



REQiON: lUEGIOII 4-soiitb coitral 




GRADE 6 



Test Date: ^tovember, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



++ +- 



STATI 

Hand* *****J* 

iOGIOit 4-80UTH CENTRAL 
„ '-. Total: ^, 
■ HandicapDed; 
Non-Handicappad ; 

^BLADKN COUIITT 

COLUMBilS COUNTY 
Total; 



8,94! 



Non-Han 



NHITIViLLE CITT 

Hand' 

Non-Handicaj^fed ; 

CtlMBKRLAND C0UNT7 
^ . Jotaii 

Non-Hand icaffed : 

FT BRAGG 

„ Total: 
Handicapped: 
dx capped: 

COUHTY 
Total: 



Non-Han 
HARNETT 



Han^ica^^e^: 



Non-Hand xc&l 



HOKE COUNTY 

„ Tota: 
Hand^cappec 
Non-Hand xcappec 



3|| 

353 



59; 
4( 

55- 



194 

7 

183 



3,017 
280 
2,717 

327 



908 
73 
835 



371 
29 
342 



a:! 

3.1 



2.6 
0.4 
2.8 



1.2 
0.0 
1.4 



2.1 
0.0 
2.3 



2.4 
0.0 
2.6 



;.5 



4.4 

2:? 



4.8 

" .4 

,3 



4.3 
4.3 
4.2 



i'.o 

3.7 
6.4 



22.6 



17.! 

xi:\ 



PERCENTAGES 



15.4 



18.3 13.1 
,2.3 5.1 
20.1 13.6 



43.7 
29.5 
45.6 



♦z.: 

,0.0 J.O 22.! 
15.4 19.2 43.1 



21.3 16.4 

18.3 15.3 

J-" ,5.4 

19.6 16.3 



27.2 21.1 
25.8 22.6 



15.7 13.4 
2.7 1.4 
16.9 14.5 



50.0 
50.3 



44.1 
46.4 

43.9 



If .'3 



26.0 
46.6 



8 '2:8 i 



21. 
0. 

23.7 1 



5.3 
7.2 
36.8 



6.2 7.5 
14.1 32.3 
5.4 5.2 



6.5 



3l:l 

4.2 



6.! 



6.1 



4.5 



2.1 
0.0 

2.2 4.4 



7.5 

13.9 27.5 
6.5 5.4 



1.2 5.5 
0.0 43.5 
1.4 2.8 



9.5 

39.7 
8.1 7.8 



39." 



0.3 

■A 



i 



1.2 



0.: 

2. 

0.1 



0.7 
7.5 
0.2 



6.7 0.5 
71.4 14.3 
0.0 



0.3 
1.1 
0.2 



1:8 

1.4 



0.6 

8:! 



4.9 10.8 1.9 
Q.O 58.6 24.1 
5.3 6.7 0.0 



M 



.5 
58.6 



18:8 

66.7 



PERCENTAGES 

19.7 
19.3 



20. 8 
22.6 
20.5 



25.6 
22.7 
25.8 



21.9 
20.0 
22.1 



62.0 17.5 



18:1 



74.8 



75.5 

2-7 
79.5 



69.7 
21.9 
73.9 



63.3 



14.3 
18.0 



18.5 

!i:§ 



14.7 
2i.7 
14.8 



18.6 
18.2 



20.8 
27.6 
20.2 



9.7 



14.4 

11 



20.9 

.6 
.6 



IB 



6o:S 

11.2 



15.5 
57.1 
13.1 



10.3 
42.9 
7.2 



,2-8 
69.6 
5.7 



11.7 
54.- 
7. 



69.1 
11.' 



^7: 
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Corrected 
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REQK^ REGION 4-SOUTH CINTRAL 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FCXJUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.S 2.J 1.5 1,0 NS 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November. 1987 



++ 



+- 




LIB coinrrr 

„ . Bandicappta: 
lloft«-]laiidica 

NOMTGpNBRT 

„ gandica 
NonrHandlca 

Noa-HaSSical^PSd : 

RldilMiO COOMtT. 
„ J, Total: 

Bandicappaa: 

idii 



BoB-B«ndicai_ 

ROBISdII COOiirT 

Total: 



BBdicai 
ndical 



Bandicai 

idical 



Nofi-Baa 

f AIRNOMT cm 

Total: 



Boa 



LONBIRTOB CITT 

. ^1 Total: 
^ Bandicappid: 
Boa-Baadxcappfd : 

RBO SPRINGS CITT 
- ^. Total: 
„ Baadicappadt 
Non-Bandtcaflpad: 

SAINT PAULS CI'.. 
«, ..1 TotaJ 
Bandicappid: 

>di< 




522 

4il 

626 



594 



1,007 

If* 



137 
122 



12| 
ll! 



6.8 



6.8 6 



1.6 4 



'8:3 

21.7 
17.2 

16.9 



li 
l! 

14 
1! 

IS 
IC 



PERCENTAGES 



'M \U 

17.2 35.9 5.3 



X: 

12.4 

12 

15 
17 



II;: 



11:! 



!:f 



5.4 



:l lU 'hi 



2 
2 

2* 
2I 



13.3 
22.3 

13.1 

if:i 



'hi ^«:i 

12.7 15.: 



II:? 

11.1 

M 

33.2 
36.9 
46.6 



iJ:S 

6.5 



il:S 

6.7 



iS:i 

6.6 



7. 



'I:! 



3f:f 

2.6 



1( 
4 



6.7 



5i:2 

5.4 



12.4 



8.5 13.6 




S:$ 

" 4 
0 



PERCENTAGES 

61.5 24.5 14, 
29.4 26.5 44. 
63.7 24.4 11. 



63.1 



68.2 
16.2 
71.1 



65.8 
14:7 
70. S 



64.4 



64.6 

I?:? 



*J:I 

53.- 



il-.i 
41.8 



56. 



2( 

2^ 
21 



17.0 
16.2 
16.9 



19.! 
23. 

17.: 



8.1 
14.8 

\U 

14.6 

!i:! 



21.1 18.7 
16.7 76.2 
20.4 15.3 



22. 
42. 
20. 



27 
2 



!i:! 

36.1 



22»Q 
25.0 

27.1 



13.2 
21.4 
12.3 



22. i 



27.0 

il:! 



1« 
7l 
II 





SUMMARIKPORT 

*,Coifec*i9d'- 

The North Carolina Ahhual Testing Program 
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n^por^tm >-sooth cbmtral 




GRADE 6 



Test Date: Noveml}er, 1987 



^0 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2JS ZO 1.5 1.0 NS 



++ +- 



SCOTLMiD COOIITT 
Tota 



Mdn-Hani 



5 

54 



5.: 



PERCENTAGES 

^ilO till 2 
18.3 11.1 45.9 



7.6 



11.1 



0.8 

8:1 



41 



ERIC 



PERCENTAGES 

59.9 22.9 17.2 
35.8 17. Q 47.2 
62.2 23.5 14.3 



42 



1 
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REGibN: REGION 5-NORTH CENTRAL 



I. 



NUMBER 

TESTED, 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



GRADE 6 



Test Date: November, 1987 



++ +- . 



STATE 



« ^. Total: 
lo: 



m 



Non-Hand icai 



REGION 5-NORtH < 
Tota! 



77,04* 
ENTRAL 



Non-HanSica 



ALAMANCE .COUNTT 

Nbn-Handlcaj 

BURLINGTON CITT 
. , TotaJ 
Handicapped 
Non-Hanqxcappac 

CASWELL COONfir 

Hand|capp«d 
Non-Handicapj^ 

cMTHAM:«a)dNn|1 ' 
Total 



^^S§mcai 



NonrHanqica] 

OAVIOSdir COONtt 

-'.fTotal 

Nqn-Han3i.ca({Sd 



74 

6 

4j 



213 



^11 

367 



l,lj 
1,0( 



UaiNGTOII CitT . 

NqnrEaS3|ca||^ : 

nOMASViLLB CITT 

• • '-^^'"'■•'--•iTotat: 



NonrHani 




20| 
19! 



174 

21 
153 



U 
6.0 

fit 

8.6 

i:! 



U 

6.3 



.6 



PERCENTAGES 



6.5 

h 

hi 

8.7 



1.2 



20.9 15.4 3; 

4.2 ' " 
22.6 



6.2 7.5 
14.1 32.3 
1.4 5.4 5.2 



21.5 15.8 
5.4 7.6 
23.1 16.5 



16.5 



24.2 13.2 36.1 



5. 
25. 



36.: 



43.1 
35.5 



28.7 



16.7 26 



5.7 



7.0 



6. 

32.. 
4.7 



2H 

1.4 



'1:1 

16.4 16.0 



46.2 

11:1 



6.6 13.9 



U H:l i:S i|:i 

8.4 23.7 19.3 33.1 



V 

18.7 



(6.1 



i!:l 

6.1 



2i:i 

5.1 



'1:1 



4:1 



1.5 2.0 11.6 11.6 



53.4 10.6 10.1 
22.2 22.2 55.6 
.8 10.1 8.0 



54 



1:8 

1.2 



1^ 
1! 



0.3 
2.4 

O.X 



0.2 
.1 
.1 



i 



J:^ 

0.0 



0.3 

h 
u 

0.5 



m M li-.l i 

47.7 10.5 11.8 0 



.7 

:? 



PERCENTAGES 



66.9 



19.7 
71.0 19:3 



71. ( 

?i:i 



72.2 
24.1 
76.3 



78.2 

m 



66.0 
8.3 

70.4 



68.7 
15.6 
73.3 



f|:i 

69.7 



58.7 
60.8 

11:8 



18.' 
25.1 
17.1 



18.4 
17.2 
18.5 



14.1 



21.2 
25.0 
22.5 



17.0 
25.0 
16.3 



21.7 
27.1 
21.3 



30.3 

11:! 




13.3 

'i:f 



10.1 
47.4 
6.9 



58l6 
5.2 



38.! 
3.1 



12.1 
66. 
7.( 



14.3 



12.! 

»i:i 



11.1 








SUMMAI^EPORT 

Corrected 
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87.2 


10.4 
11.1 
10.3 


10.4 
44.4 

2.6 


79.2 

thi 


16.8 
21.7 
16.2 


0.0 





SUMMAFfiapePORT 

CbrrMtecl ' 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



J 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: NovemtMr, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



iSTAti 

'Total: 

Hand* *^**a» 
' Monr-HandicSjl^d : 

BRtiMSNi ck amrj 
Total 



IJandicapped 
rHandicapped 



Hon 



CARTiRBT^COUNTY 
Total 



Mon-Han 



73;4S4 



682 

I* 

625 



56 

5™ 
♦73 



iOni BBRN/CRIkVBN COUNTY 
Tota: - 



Non-Han 



Handicappac 

idicapp«j( 



976 
895 



DUPLIN COUNTT 

Total 



Non-Han 



Handicappec 
idicappec 



m 



6REBNE COUNTY 

„ Total 
Hand^ca 
NonrHacdica 



JONES COUNTY 

,. Total! 
Handicapped; 
Non-Hand i capped : 

LENIOR COUNTY 

Total! 
Handicapped! 
Hon-Handi capped ! 



584 
48 

536 



209 
25 
183 



101 
9i 



504 
44 

458 



i ERJC 



^-v„.-; 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2^ ^0 1.5 1.0 NS 



.2 



6.. I 

U 

5.6 



hi 

i:! 



i: 



4.3 



1.0 
0.0 

1.1 



9.3 

1. 
9. 



7.2 

1:1 



8:. 

4.4 



1.3 13 



2.: 



9.8 

7,5 



4.2 
2.3 
4.4 



*8:8 

44.3 



22.4 
7.4 

23.8 



31.8 
4.2 
34.3 



2! 



47.5 

12.5 
50.5 



31.3 
2.3 
34.3 



PERCENTAGES 



35.4 15.4 



34.9 i; 

6.5 1 
36.8 1! 



*J-8 ' 
41:1 13 



27.6 
41.6 
26.5 



ii'.i 

15.4 

19.1 
14.8 
19.4 



13.2 
2.1 
14.2 



17.7 
19.7 



20.8 
12.5 
21.5 



15.7 
20.5 
15.3 



31.0 
34.0 
30.7 



27.7 



42.1 
50.1 



31.7 



0.1 
12.1 



41.5 
47.7 
40.6 



2.8 3.1 
11.7 22.8 
2.1 1.6 



31.0 2.8 
42.5 11.7 
30.2 2.2 



0.6 



5.1 



2.1 



2S.'0 
3.3 



25.' 8 
2.2 



3.0 
11.4 
2.2 



3.4 



27.6 1.8 1.1 
58.8 11.8 11.1 
25.8 1.3 l.( 



28!8 
1.5 



2.3 



7.2 
35.4 
4.7 



2.4 

16.0 
0.5 



1.1 



3.4 

15.9 

2,2 



0.3 
2.6 
0.2 



1;! 



0.4 

2.0 
0.2 



0.4 
4.9 

0.0 



0.2 
2.1 
0.0 



.0 



U 

0.0 



•8 

:8 



++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



79.9 
34.4 
83.6 

IS:? 



76>2 

17. 

78. 



82.7 
44.0 
86.4 



72.4 
40.7 
75.3 



82.0 
25.0 
87.1 



73.7 
40. 0 
78.1 



86.1 
37.5 
90.3 



81.3 
45.5 
84. § 



13.6 
28. r 



6.4 

.2 37.4 
12.4 4.0 



13.5 
28.2 
12.5 



16.0 
32.4 
15.4 



12.7 
22.0 
11.9 



18.5 
28.4 
17.7 



12.8 
37.5 
10.6 



16.7 

?♦• 

15. 



9.9 
37.5 
7.5 



11.3 
18.2 
10.5 



6.2 
38.2 
3.7 



5.1 



34:S 

1.7 



3811 

7.( 



5.1 
37.5 
2.2 



2t:\ 

6.1 



25 .'8 
2.2 



7.3 
36.4 
4.6 
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ftEQlOI^.Ri»bi01f 2^S0UTBBAST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



xtMSTbii cm , 

llbli>HSSdici|; 

imr HAkoviit couMTi 

ica] 
ma 




Hoh-HaiBi 



PAMbtCO. CbU^^ 



ifon-Hafii 




Handicai 
Ifon-Handxcaj 

SAMPSOK couimr 

Hand*ca** 
Mon-Handica 



CblMTON CITT 
Hen-Hand icaj 



m 



NAfMI COUNTY 

. V . Tota 




37 
4 

32 



1,277 

;;1 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



2|1 
21 



152 

ill 

312 
22| 

lie 

942 



1:1 

2.: 

12.: 
1?:! 



4.4 

U 

3.3 



PERCENTAGES 



4.6 



30.1 17.0 



(8.1 
i3.7 
16.2 



i:i 2i:l 



5. 



2.4 



1] 

i! 



1.6 
6 22.7 
.5 0.5 



^ 
3) 



Ij 

1/ 



41.0 
46.7 
40.5 



2.8 3.2 
13.3 28.3 
2.2 1.9 



3.3 2.0 
.3 16.7 1J.7 



:i 

6.4 



2.1 



U H m U 

3.8 5.8 31.1 21.8 33.0 2.9 1.: 

M 8*$ 35.1 17.6 25.1 4.1 3.1 

0*Q 9*0 .S*S 12.1 43.1 13.8 20.' 

6.5 10. S 38.2 19.1 21.8 2.5 0.! 



10.5 39.0 
4.8 52>4 
11.2 37.4 



1:1 

4.! 



26.1 

3^:! 



|4.l 
l4.l 



hi 


1*§ 
11.8 
1.3 


2.5 




2.2 


4.4 


!:i 


2.1 



0, 



.2 
.0 
.2 



u M M m 1:1 1:1 y 



i:? 

0.4 



0. 



0. 



++ +- 



11:1 



PERCENTAGES 
13.2 



84.3 
22.7 
86.9 



82.5 
36.7 
85.2 



«i:i 

4.3 



85.1 



75.4 

" ,5 
2 



23.5 

78. r 



72.0 
34.5 

78,2 



75.9 
14.3 
82.0 



«!:i 

0.6 



J. 



9.4 
22.7 
9.1 



14.0 
33.3 
12.7 



14.7 
23.1 
14.4 



16.4 
41.7 
14.3 



16.7 
17.6 
16.7 



17.1 
20.7 
16.6 



14.5 
47.6 
11.2 



2l:l 

7.9 



0, 



6.3 



3l:\ 

2.: 



1.7 
7.7 
1.4 



5.3 
58.3 
0.7 



7.! 



10. j 



6.1 



3d:9 

1.6 
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NUMBER 
TESTED 



FCXXJSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



V 



GRADE 8 

Test Date: November, 1987 



++ +- 



.GOLDSBORO CITT 

Total: 



Non-H«n 



77 



i ERIC 



PERCENTAGES 



«.6 25.1 22.1 37.6 4.6 2.3 Q.Q 

9'S J'9 «Z«Z 1§.* 45.2 Q.Q 

4.9 25.7 22.9 38.2 4.2 0.3 0.0 



PERCENTAGES 

78.2 17.5 4, 
53.8 15.4 30. 
79.2 17.7 3. 



78 
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NUMBER 
TESTED 



8TATB 



Total: 



Non-Hsn 



Handicapped: 
loicappad: 



RIGIOK 3-CBNTRA 
Tota 



Non-Han 



Handicappad: 
idicappad: 



DURHAM COONTT 

Total: 



Non-Han 



Handicappad: 
idicappao: 



DURHAM CITY 




Ban ''®**J: 
Ndn-Handicall^d : 

BD6IC0NBI COUiftT 



Han 
Non-Han 



TARBORO CITY 

Handica®**J- 
Nonr-Rand i caHSd : 

FRANKK.IK COUNTY 
g^^. Total: 

Non-Handicaj^j^d :, 

FRANKLINTON CITY 
Total: 



Non-Han 



Handicappad: 
idicappad: 



GRAKVIUiB COUNTY 
Total 



Non-Han^ xca 

ERicl 



'otal: 



13,08; 

11, il 

1,36! 
l,ll! 

51| 
3§l 



24( 

li 
13i 



34: 
1 
32 



10( 

8^ 



496 



FCXJUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



1.2 

1:1 



12.4 12 
1.8 1 
13.2 13 



1.1 1 

14.4 5 

14.1 6 

ill ? 



13.7 11, 



i 



33.6 



PERCENTAGES 

m ii-.t 

15.4 26.5 



2.8 3.1 0.3 
11.7 22.8 2.6 
2.1 1.6 0.2 



i IS-S ^'i'l 3.3 3.5 0 

§ «•? 12.2 25.5 3 

0 31.6 14.4 23.1 2.6 1.9 0 



il.i M 

29.5 l] 



16.1 



2.2 2.0 
1.4 2g.| 



1.6 



io.j 
32.: 



28.6 



19.7 22.1 



2.0 
6.7 
1.8 



2.0 
0.0 
2.1 



3.2 
26.7 
2.3 



2.6 



ill iU 

37.5 15,5 

12.6 27.6 
1Q.2 



III 

26.6 



3^ 
3] 



3.5 2.6 
21.1 26.3 
2.5 1.2 



33. 

5 • 
34. 



io:i !!:! 



20.- 
1.2 



2.1 



31 



0.4 
.4 

.2 



0.1 
1.6 
0.1 



4 22.5 17.0 35.1 7.5 6.9 Q.fi 

5 A-i A'i 27.6 17.2 44.8 0 ^8 
7 23.5 17.8 35.5 6.9 4.7 0l6 



'•1 

.0 



0.6 

q'.i Alt 661? 

4.6 2.3 0.0 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



C6NVEKITI6KI§WRE§ 
++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



79.9 



85.2 

n-.i 

63.1 
83.6 

m 

72.3 
40.0 
74.4 



84.5 
52.6 
86.4 



72.2 
Q.O 
78.2 



69.4 
25.0 
71.6 



f-1 

12.4 "4:0 



34:4 2i!2 3 
83.6 



79.5 13.: 
36.7 22.1 
82.7 12.: 



IQ-P 



25.1 



10.9 
16.7 



10.2 



17.2 



21.7 
30.0 
21.4 



Jl. 



7.4 

♦S:i 



2I:? 

3.2 



p. 5 
33.3 
4.4 



i( 

4( 



5.3 
31.6 
3.7 



xjt<^>/a . - V ^i.'r^. j^i>:; f ; . , »' 




( 
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REQUOIt itlGtOli 3-CINTRAL 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



RJiLIPAI COOMTT 
\ 'ifoii~H«nd||ca|^d: 

^iioiuioiaE iiAPibs cm 

■ , 'Total: 
Mon-Iandicappid: 

Wldom cm 

% .No«rH«iidic«M>Sd: 
JOmf STON COOMTT 

I Non-HSSdlcSj^d: 
MASH -COtliitT 

Mon~BandIc«$|^d I 

1FK>CKY MOUNT CITY 

Hand" ''^®**d' 
Won-Handxcaf j^d : 

kCRTHMIPTON C0UNT7 
„ Total: 
Ha: '-capped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

VANCB COUNTY 

„ ..Total: 
Eand}capped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

HAKB COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
i-Handx capped: 



Non- 



« 81 



FOCUSED H0UST5C SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 ZS 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



51! 



If! 



9^ 



1,041 

814 
415 



264 



si§ 

29 
467 



4,426 

357 
4,032 



i: 

1; 



2|.l 
26J 



PERCENTAGES 

16.9 21.6 
4.3 17.4 
17.5 21.7 



.2 



11:1 M M 1:1 



12.: 

0.( 
12.! 



11.6 



12.4 
3.1 
13.3 



19.0 

ii:li 

12.7 
9.4 



1:1 

10.2 



12.7 
0.0 
13.7 



11.5 
1.4 
12.5 



1:! 

32.2 

26. c> 

21.4 
0.0 
22.5 

29.5 
27.9 

2i:i 



31.5 
13.2 
33.2 



i: 

1; 



1( 

1 

1! 



49.! 



1.4 



19.5 



19.8 

11-1 
19.9 



18.3 
14.7 
18.6 



14.1 
6.9 
14.6 



12.1 



1.6 



15.1 
25.7 
14.4 



25.6 
43.2 
24.4 



24. 
27. 
24.7 



27.2 
23.5 
27.7 



29.3 
41.4 

28.3 



25.2 
38.1 
24.0 



2.; 

'i:i 



i!:2 

4.4 



7.7 



4:1 



2.1 

24.: 
1.: 



3.4 

22.7 
2.3 



4.6 



7.0 5.6 



2.3 
17.2 
1.3 



2.7 
10.4 
2.0 



3.1 
34.5 
0.9 



3.6 
24.4 
1.7 



1.0 
H'.2 



1-1 

?:? 
S:f 

0.3 



0.1 

o'.l 



1.7 



1:8 

1.0 



0.5 
2.5 
0.2 



CONVENTION SCORES 

++ +- 



!f:2 

67.3 



PERCENTAGES 

ill 



77.9 

i!:l 

80.7 
76.9 

m 



66.8 

,5 
,6 



26.5 

71. ( 



69.9 



86.1 
90.1 



4.1 



1( 

i! 



15.1 
25.7 
14.4 



14.! 

27.: 
13.! 



14.0 
11.1 
14.1 



19.^ 
li'.3 



18.5 
24.1 
17.6 



8.7 
24.9 
7.1 



i; 



5.: 



If;! 



39.2 
4.5 



9.2 

'?:f 



13.6 



11.6 



4.7 

32.2 
2.1 



^MSKSNUS 
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teOHDW: ifSGiOM 3-CKMTRAL 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



NAilftSN GOtlNTY 

Non-HaSd X c$|^Sd : 

iriLisoN colnrrt 

<•* Total: 
Handicap|>ed: 
Non-Rahditapped : 




22( 



687 
823 



4.0 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 

3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



PERCENTAGES 



11.4 

il:o 



12.4 
3.1 
^3.1 



2| 
2< 

il:* 

39. 



17.2 



18.4 
o3.2 
14.5 



12.1 22. < 
9.4 35.! 
12.3 20.1 



2.3 



2.3 
12.5 
1.5 



1.4 



2:f 

0.1 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



i6hiv£Kiti6N StOft&S 
++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 

73.2 18.8 7. 
36.8 26.3 36. 
76.4 18.2 5.5 



75.4 15.2 9.4 

37.5 9.4 53.1 
78.4 15.7 6.0 



84 
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REQipK:^ ]^ 4°soaTH cbmtral 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: ^toveml)er, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATE 

Hand* 
ifon-Handical 




73; 454 



RBGldM 4;'^S0UtH. CENTRAL 



Hand'cl*** 
tfon-Handicai 



:bladen cbUNTir 

^ -Total: 
.. Handicapped: 
. Kon-Handi capped: 

COLUMBUS cormTT 
Total: 

Non-Han^lca^j^e^ : 

»*HITBVILLB cm 
. Total: 
Handicapped: 
' Non-Handicapped: 

CUMBERLIJm} C0UNT7 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

FT TRAGG 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

HARNKVT COUNTT 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

HOKE COUNTl 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand 1 capped : 




4^1^ 



575 



200 
14 
179 



3,073 
230 
2,822 



247 

23 



950 
86 
864 



406 

3^3 



ERJC 85 



FOCUSED HOUSTIC SCORE POINTS 
40 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



3.8 

5.*8 
4.5 



4.0 
0.0 
4.4 



2.4 

0.0 
2.5 



4.0 
0.0 
4.4 



7.6 
.0 
.3 



U 

5.4 
8.4 

i:l 
U 

6.2 



PERCENTAGES 




32.2 
6.9 

6.6 34.3 



,q!? 11,1 
10.6 36.7 



29.4 



2.J 



31 



10.5 36.5 
0.0 7.1 
11.7 40.2 



5.2 30.3 

1.3 5.7 

5.4 32.5 



50.6 
37.5 
51.0 




15.5 
7.6 
16.1 



33.7 13.5 



14 



19.5 
2.6 
20.7 




16.3 
5.2 
17.2 



13.0 



16.0 
10.5 
16.6 



X2.8 
6.1 
13.4 




25.4 
31.5 
34 • 6 



29.1 
36.8 
28.5 



17.5 
50.0 
13.4 



35.5 
42.6 
34.9 



25.5 



28.8 
39.5 
27.8 



21.2 
24.2 
20.9 



2.8 3.1 
11.7 22.8 
2.1 1.6 



4.2 

29.9 
2.2 



4.1 
20.4 
2.0 



6.2 
23.7 
5.0 



0.5 
7.1 
0.0 



3.1 
0.4 

U 



3.2 
11.6 
2.3 



1.7 
S.l 
1.1 



4. 

27. 
1.5 



3.7 
26.3 
2.3 



2.3 
21.4 
0.6 



4.6 
32.6 
2.4 



2.4 

12.5 
2.1 



3.6 
26.7 
1.3 



3.0 
24.2 
1.1 



1.0 
14.3 
0.0 



0.4 
2.6 
0.2 



0.0 

8:8 



0.1 

0.0 



1.5 



++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 

79.9 13.6 6.4 
34.4 28.2 37.4 
83.6 12.4 4.0 



16.2 
27.3 
15.4 



25.9 
67.0 



81.1 
37.8 
S4.8 



76.5 
3.2.5 
78.7 



78.9 
31.4 
83.7 



67.5 
33.3 
70.5 



27.1 



16.9 

21.1 
16.7 



15.6 



13.0 
25.2 
11.8 



19.4 

75.0 
17.6 



14.5 

26.7 
13.3 



21.9 
21.2 
22.0 




8.8 
63.2 
5.0 



10.6 
45.5 
7.5 



86 



I 
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REGION: 1UE6I6M 4--S0UTH CENTRAL 



I 



LBB COUNTY 

^. Tota^ 
Handicapped 
Non-Hanaxcai 



NOMTGONBRT COUNTY 
^ Total: 
Handi capped: 
Non-HandxcappiBd : 

MOORI COUNTY 

Total 



Non-HanSlIca! 




Ricntom) comn^ 

Tota] 
Handicai 
Hon-Handxca; 

robisom: cbtnmr 

Tota] 
Handicap! 
Noit-Handicapf 

PAIRMONT CITY 

Total: 



Non-Ham 



■•"ifsifsi! 



LtMBKRTOll CITY 
Tota 



Non-Ham 



Handicapped: 
dxcapped: 



RID SPRINGS CI 
» ^. Tota 
Handicap] 
Non-Bandxcap] 

SAINT PAULS CIT 

Tota 




Nen-Hai 



ERIC J 




NUMBER 
TESTED 



543 
5ll 



293 

1,0^2 
9 



1|2 
15^ 



314 

133 
107 



FOCUSEr HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 N5 



PERCENTAGES 



^8:? 

11.4 

U 

5.5 

u 

1:8 

8.4 

U 

2.5 
14.2 

.8:? 

hi 

8.2 



13„1 
O.Q 
13.7 

U 

4.1 

U 

5.6 



6.9 
2.9 



38.6 
12,5 
39.8 

iU 

37.9 

40.8 

3.0 
38.1 



29.2 

14.3 17 



18.6 



2 

26 



Q.I 
26.1 



19.5 



12.1 
10.2 
12.3 



13.3 
12.1 
13.4 



15.1 
6.3 
15.4 



17.3 
16.7 
17.3 



30./ 
36.7 
30.0 



31.7 
45.8 
30.3 



29.5 
33.3 
29.4 



46.2 
37.5 
45.7 



27.8 
41.7 
26.7 



i:f 

2.3 



3.4 
16.7 
2.0 



2.b 



1.5 
12.1 
1.0 



4.1 

18.8 
3.7 



1:1 



1. 
0, 



3.1 



4.3 

'1:1 



3.8 
33.3 
2.3 



4.1 



4.9 

33.3 
2.7 



0.( 
2.1 



h:i III '\ 

1.5 24.8 1! 



4.7 20.6 15, 



11:3 

54.1 



4j 
4! 




2.1 3.5 
11. i; 33.3 
2.3 1.5 



23.1 46.2 
5.6 1.9 



0.6 



10.2 26.4 17.5 25.5 5.7 S.l 1 
,9*9 Q 9 S>2 19.4 29.0 38.7 9 
11.4 29.6 19.3 25.7 3.2 2.5 0 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



MKiVENTIdNSWRer 
++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



79.9 



68.4 
20.0 
73.4 



84.3 



76.9 
18.2 
80.0 



72.1 
18." 
71. 



M6.7 
^5 
70 



66.9 
3.2 
74.3 



f!:i 

66.2 
80.4 



16.2 

25.' 
15. 



25.4 
36.7 

24e2 



13.8 
32.2 
12.0 



13.5 
21.2 
13.1 



1< 
IS 



17.9 
16.7 
18.0 



17.5 
16.1 

17.5 



?.2.4 
33.3 
21.8 

21,7 



3.9 
37.5 
2.3 



6.2 
43.3 
2.4 



3.1 



8.4 
31.3 
8.2 



15.4 

80 .G 
8.2 

14.7 



ft 



3.7 



■ /.Si; /v.'. 



el: 



11% 




SUMMAR1KP0RT 

Corrected 

The North Carulina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



^REGION: REGION 4-SOtlTH CBMTRAL 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



r^OTLAND COUIITT 

^. Total: 600 

Handicapped: 46 

Non-Handicapped: 550 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 ?..0 1.S 1.0 NS 



PERCENTAGES 



4.5 3.0 30.3 10.5 40.7 3.0 6.7 1.3 
0.0 0.0 2,2 6.5 34.8 6.5 39.1 10.3 
4.9 3.3 32.9 10.9 .41.3 2.5 3.6 0.5 



ERIC 



89 



Gf^DE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



eONVeWTIOKIgeOftES 

++ +- 



79.2 
23.9 
84.2 



PERCENTAGES 

12.8 8.0 
28.3 47.6 
11.6 4.2 



93 



mnHCAiajNA 

MMML 



1^ 



BASBSMELS 



REGION: RBGICN S-north central 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Crroiina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATB 



Total : 



Handicapped: 
Non~Ratfdx capped ; 



81,047 
5^789 
73,454 



RS6I0N 5-NORTK CENTRAL 

„ Total: 14,353 
Handicapped: 889 
Non-Handicapped: 13,114 



ALAMJOfCB COUNTY 
Total: 
„ ^ Handicapped: 
Non-Hana x capped : 

BURLINGTO!? CITY 
Total: 

Non-Hand i caj^fea : 

CASffBLL COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

CHATHAM COkAITY 

Hand' a^**J» 
Non-HandlcaSl^d : 



DAVIDSON COUNTY 
„ Total: 
Hanc 
Non-Hanc 



id I capped: 
id X capped: 



LEXINGTON CITY 

Total: 



Non-Han 



Handicapped: 
id 1 capped: 



THOMASVILLE CIT! 
» ^. Total* 
Handicapped: 



„ Handicapped: 
Non-Handx capped ; 



80 
5. 
746 



423 
22 
400 



29j 
28{ 



^95 
17 
376 



1,153 

253 
23i 



194 

d 



4.0 



3.5 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 

3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 




1.2 



l:i 



U 

4.0 
11.5 

U 

5.6 



3.1 



3.2 



9.3 

1.3 9.2 
9.9 35.4 



4.7 



12.1 
4.5 
12.5 



1J.2 



J:. 

5.1 



9.1 35.5 

1.2 11.7 
9.7 37.1 



>2.0 



6.3 4( 



17.6 21 



13.5 35.1 



19.8 
7.7 
20.6 



28.9 
16.7 
31.6 



PERCENTAGES 



15.0 
10.2 
15.4 



14.5 

10e7 

14.9 



7.3 
9.1 
7.3 



9.1 

i:2 



17.2 
17.3 
17.4 



12.6 



18.0 
19.4 
17.7 



27.6 
41.6 
26.5 



26.7 
42.3 

25.4 



50.2 11.1 26.1 
13.6 6.8 47.5 
53.1 11.4 24.4 



16.1 
40.9 

14. e 



34.1 
37.5 
34.0 



18.7 19.2 
23.5 23.5 
18.4 19 I 



21.8 
43.2 
20.2 



51.4 
46.2 
51.3 



lf:l 

3S>6 




2.8 3.1 
11.7 22.8 
2.1 1.6 



2.1 



1.2 
9.1 
0.5 



2.6 



2.7 
21.3 
1.5 



1.4 2.9 
6.8 25.4 
0.9 1.1 



0.5 

8:i 



2.0 3.4 
25.0 25.- 
1.4 2. 



ii:8 3i:l 

2.7 1.1 



2.2 1.1 
8.6 14.1 
1.8 l.( 



2i:i 

3.4 3.4 



6.7 



0.3 
2.6 
0.2 



0.2 



8:1 



0.0 

":8 



0.3 



0.3 



0.3 



0.4 

i: 



1:1 



8:8 

o.u 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



idNvfeNTidN §d6rtK 
++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 

79.9 13.6 6.4 
34.4 28.2 37.4 
83.6 12.4 4.0 



82.6 
38.7 
85.6 



83.4 
33.9 
87.3 



87.5 

18:1 



84.1 

25. 

85. 



82.8 
35.3 
84.8 



81.8 
42.0 
84.6 



I!!: 



70.6 
55.6 
74.1 



12.1 
27.4 
11.1 



11.8 
32.2 
10.2 



7.3 
22.7 
6.3 



9.1 
37.5 
8.3 



29.4 

12c 5 



5.2 

'1:1 



33!. 
2.5 



5.2 



6.8 
37.5 
5.9 



4.1 
35.3 
2.7 



13.3 4.9 
29.6 28.4 
12.1 3.3 



2.8 

38.5 



30.8 
8.4 



22.7 6.7 
25.0 19.4 
22.2 3.8 



C 





summariVport 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



ii^FIEQION: rigion 5-north cbntrai;. 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



mi 



FORSYTH COUMTT 

g.. Total: 

MonTHandicaj^j^d : 

6UILF0R0 COUNTY 
„ Total: 
Handiccaped: 
Non-Handicapped: 

6RBSNSB0R0 CITT 
, Total: 
Handica 
Non-Hand ica 

HIGH POINT cm 
g ..^Total: 

Non-Handicaj^fed : 

ORANGE COUNTY 

Hand* 
Non-Hand i caj^fed : 

CHAPEL HILL CITY 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped: 

PERSON COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped: 

RANDOLPH COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped; 
Non-Handicapped : 

ASHEBORO CITY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 




NUMBER I FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 

TESTED I 4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



93 




613 
26 
466 



418 

3^1 



356 
24 

305 



'IS 

363 



1,063 
75 
986 



224 



19.4 
4.2 

20.0 



7.1 

I!:!! 



PERCENTAGES 



15.4 
0 2.4 
17.6 16.5 




23.0 
12.2 
26.1 



30.3 
23.1 
31.3 



19.1 



30.2 
34.- 
26. 



0.0 0.6 

7.3 12.9 



25 t 23.2 

1.8 '27 . 
27.6 22. 



.0 
.5 



47.8 
3^.3 
4 



0*: 

5.6 



28.8 



15.1 



X5 



15.3 3 



17 



19.2 



2^!^ 16:7 
37.1 19.6 



19.2 
50,0 
15.2 



2?:? 

1.5 



2.1 



22 
1.2 



3.3 
.2 15.4 
3.0 3.0 



6.8 15.4 2^.3 19.7 20.7 4. 
Q.O O.Q 5.0 10. 0 36.7 30. 
7.4 16.8 32.0 20 7 18 7 2 




30.8 5.0 
45. 3 12.0 
29.7 4.5 



18 



4.9 

30.7 
2.9 




0.1 
1.7 
0.1 



0.2 
1.6 
0.1 



0.2 
0.0 
0.2 



1.7 



++ +- 




PEnCENTAQES 

12.0 
25.9 
11.4 



88.4 

80.9 
37.4 
84.8 



80.9 
34.6 
83.7 



79.2 
47.2 
82.4 



86.0 



85.1 
56.7 
88.8 




12.2 
25.2 

11,0 



13.5 
42.3 
10.7 



14.6 
19.4 
14.2 



11.2 

''V.i 



13.4 



13.5 
22.7 
12.8 



12.2 
26.7 
10.3 



3?:8 

3.3 



4^ 



3f:l 

4.2 



5.5 
23.1 
5.6 



6.2 
33.3 
3.4 



2. 
20. 
1.2 



8.3 
33.3 
6.1 



6.2 
44.0 

3.3 



2.7 

ie.7 

0.9 



94 



C 



nsnn 



•MSKSNRli 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Aimual Testing Program 
' Writing Assessment 1 987-1 988 



REGION: region s-north central 



ROCKINGRAM COUNTY 
Total 



Non-Han 
EOEN CITY 



tal: 




Hani 
Non-Han< 

REIDSVILLB CITY 
T 

Han" 
Non-Kan 



STOKES COUNTY 

Hand' 
Non-Hand i Gallic 




NUMBER 
TESTPD 



TotaJ 
Handicai 
Non-Hattdicar 

NBiSTERN ROCKINGHAM CITY 



3;; 

289, 
328 

2ii 



^. -Total: 
tdicappad: 
tdicappad: 

iLB CITY 
Total: 



274 

250 



2{ 
2t 

5{ 
4] 



4.0 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
3-5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 N3 



10.4 
0.0 
11,6 



10.1 



13.1 



1( 

1] 



12.! 

is:! 



!S:; 

42.1 



PERCENTAGES 
15.0 



2< 
33 



22.4 



4; 

1 

4i 



27.7 

2§:I 



23:5 
14.2 



14.7 



17.2 



9.6 



18.1 
16.7 
18.3 



24.7 



ii.'i 

28.4 




25.1 
46.7 
23.6 



4;! 



3.0 

H 



5.5 
21.7 
4.0 



1.1 



4.0 
13.3 
3.4 



0.7 



1.2 
11.5 
0.3 



4.7 
17.4 
3.6 



1.8 

,7 
,8 



'0 



0. 

0. 



.4 

.7 

:8 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



++ 



75.7 
35.3 
78.4 



83.9 

82.1 
26.1 
87.2 



Z*-5 
20.0 

78.2 



+- 




PERCENTAGES 


14.9 


6.7 


12.2 

lU 


8.5 


ll.i 

12.0 


0.8 



1< 

IS 



til iVi 



si:\ 



30.0 
1.7 



96 




m 



m 




I 



SUMMARYWORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



! RECMON: rbgion 6-soutriiest 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 35 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 




GRADE 3 



Test Date: Novemt)er, 1987 



++ +- 



STATE 

Hand' ''^^■i^ 

RKGION 6-SOUTHIIEST 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hacdicapped : 

ANSON COUNTY 

Hand' '*^*J^ 
Non-Handicaj^j^d : 

CABARRUS COUNTT 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

KANNAPOLIS CITY 
^ Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

CLEVELAND COUNTY 
^ Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

KINGS MOUNTAIN CITY 
^. Total: 
Ha«*d I capped: 
Non-Hai. J 1 capped : 

SHELBY CITY 

„ ^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

GASTON COUNTY 

Total: 



Non 




Handicapped: 
-Handicapped: 



81,047 
73^454 

13,907 
973 
12,367 



378 
35 
343 



929 
71 
855 



323 

I* 

287 



649 

6^8 



331 
27 
304 



252 
24 
228 



2,366 
175 
1,913 



5.5 



9.3 

1:1 



10.8 
1.5 
11.6 




7.9 
5.6 
8.0 



7.2 



10-7 
0.0 
11.8 



8.0 
1.1 
8.8 



35.4 



34.6 
8.5 
36.4 



33.0 
4.2 
35.6 




36.5 



32.9 
3.7 
35.5 




33.8 
7.4 

35.0 



PERCENTAGES 



15.0 
10.2 
15.4 

16.1 



9.3 

§•7 
9.6 



21.2 



14.2 
2.9 
15.7 



17.6 
13.5 
17.9 



16.3 
3.7 
17.4 



15.5 
4.2 
16.7 



1Z«1 
10.9 
17.6 



27.6 
41.6 
26.5 



25.1 
43.1 
23.6 



39.7 
37.1 
39.9 



31.2 
43.7 
30.2 



24.1 
47.1 
21.3 



27.7 
51.4 
26.0 



26.9 
55.6 
24.3 



26.2 
45.8 
24.1 



29.4 
40.0 
28.8 



PERCENTAGES 



2.8 
11.7 
2.1 


3.1 
22.8 
1.6 


0.3 
2.6 
0.2 


79.9 
34.4 
83.6 


2.7 


2.6 
21.0 
1.2 


0.5 
2.9 
0.3 


80.2 
32.3 
84.2 


2.4 

17.1 
0.9 


6.1 
34.3 
S.2 


P 

0.3 


69.6 
25.7 
74.1 


2.5 
14.1 
1.4 


2.3 
22.5 
0.6 


0.2 
0.0 
0.2 


84.2 
39.4 
88.0 


2.5 
2.9 
2.4 


2l:\ 

0.3 


1.2 
8.8 
0.0 


79.9 
32.4 
86.1 


U 

3.3 


2.5 
16.2 
1.6 


0.0 
0.0 
0.0 


79.7 
27.0 
83.4 


2.1 
3.7 
2.0 


2.7 
22.2 
1.0 


8.8 
11.1 
8.6 


66.5 
51.9 
67.8 


4.8 

29.2 
2.2 


1.6 
12.5 
0.4 


Q.O 

h 


83.3 
37.5 
88.2 


3.2 
13.7 
2.6 


2.8 
22.9 
1.2 


0.4 

0.1 


80.5 
25.1 
85.3 



13.6 
28. r 



6.4 

.2 37.4 
12.4 4.0 



6.3 
36.7 
3.8 




22.0 
45.7 
19.5 



11.0 
29.6 
9.4 



9.9 
2^.6 



15.3 
32.4 
13.8 



18.7 
14.8 
19.1 



12.7 
33.3 
10.5 



13.5 
35.4 
11.6 



28. '6 
6.4 



4. 

31. 
2.7 



10.2 
47.1 
5.2 



5.1 
40.5 
2.8 



14.8 
33.3 
13.2 



4.0 

29.2 
1.3 



6.0 
39.4 
3.1 



98 



^^S^^oi ^ •''•"^ """'^ ' 



JMSKSNUS 



REGION: region 6-SOUTBflEST 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The \^ot\\\ Carolina Annual Testing Program 
' WriUng Assessment 1 98/-1 988 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November. 1987 



CONVENTION SCORES 

++ +- 



LINCOLN CCUNTT 
Tota] 



Handlca; 



IP! 



Non-Handica' 



MECKLSNBURG COUNTY 
Total: 



Haadica 
Non-Hand ica 



f^d; 



ROWAN C0UNT7 

Tota 



Non-Hani 



Handicapped: 
di capped: 



SALISBURY CITT 
Total 
Handicapped 
Non-Hand i cappec 

STANLT COONTT 

Total 



Handica 
Non-Handica* 



ALBBMlkRLB CITT 

Mon-Handicaj^j^o : 

UNION COUNTY 

» ^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i cappad : 

NONROI CITT 

Hand* ^**oeJ 
Non-Handi caj^j^ 




6! 



5,052 
244 
4,563 

1,007 
ilO 
872 



185 
12 
170 



511 
37 
474 



139 
13 
125 



9 
812 

203 



H 

4.1 

^8:1 

11.4 
8.6 
.2 



0.0 
25.5 



11.1 



8.7 
2.0 
9.4 



12.7 
0." 
13. 



5.! 



13.7 
2.0 
14.7 



li. 

1.- 
11.6 



8:i 

6.! 



22.9 
5.4 
24.3 



2.1 
0.1 

3.; 



1.5 



0.1 
15.1 



PERCENTAGES 



29.6 

2.6 5. 
31.1 15.6 



33.8 
8.2 
34.7 


5.8 
6.1 
16.6 


'i:f 

32.2 


17.9 
14.5 
18.8 


42.4 


14.1 
16.7 
13.5 


30.3 
35.1 
30.0 


12.9 
29.7 
11.6 


53.2 
30.8 
56.0 


7.2 
15.4 
6.4 


47.8 

52l8 


8.0 

\:l 


38.6 

«!:! 


H:i 

13.3 




39.1 
38.9 



20.8 
44.3 
19.4 



27.2 
43.6 
25.9 



?5.4 
25.0 
25.3 



8.8 
24.3 
7.6 



22.3 

I8:§ 



8.7 



12.3 
23.5 
11.3 



4.3 2.6 
20.5 23.1 
3.3 1.1 



2.3 
13.1 
1.6 



3.8 
17.3 
2.2 



3.8 
41.7 
1.2 



1.2 
2.7 
1.1 



0.7 
7.7 
0.0 



1.5 
6.1 
1.0 



2.7 

4: 



2.6 
22.5 
1.4 



1.8 
12.7 
0.5 



Q-2 
2.7 
0.0 



2.2 
15.4 
0.8 



3.0 
22.4 
0.6 



5.0 
41.2 
2.0 



0.2 

2, 
0, 



n ^ 

2:§ 

0.2 



.2 



0.5 
8.3 
0.0 



0.0 



0.3 

hi 



0. 

Sl5 



PERCENTAGES 

74.9 18.8 6.3 
20.5 46.2 33.3 
78.4 a7.0 4.6 



80.8 13.0 6.2 
26.2 31.1 42.6 
84.5 11.5 4.0 



82.8 
46.4 

87.3 



Q.O 
80.6 



75.9 
.35.1 
79.1 



92.1 
53." 
96. 



86.7 
40.8 
92.4 



66.8 
35.3 
69.5 



12.5 
30.9 
10.2 



17.8 
41.7 
16.5 



16.8 
35.1 
15.4 



4.3 
23.1 
2.4 



7.3 
21.4 
5.5 



23.2 
11.8 
24.1 



4.7 

22.7 
2.5 



7.0 
58.3 
2.9 



7.2 
29.7 
5.5 



3.6 
23.1 

lc6 



5.! 
37.1 

2.; 



10. Q 
52.9 
6.4 




s 





MSBSMUS 

RECHON: region -nortbhest 



SUMMAflMEPORT 

Correct 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



Handicapped 
idicappea 



STATS 

lfon-Handica|^$ed 
REGION 7-liORtHffBST 

Non-Han 

ALEXANDER COONTT 
^ .^Total: 

Non-Handicajpfed : 

ALLBGHANT COUNTY 

Hand'ca d- 
Non-Handicaf j^d : 

ASHE COUNTY 

g .^Total: 

Non-Handicapped : 

AVERT COUNTY 

. Total: 



Non-Han 



Handicapped: 
id 1 capped: 



BURKE COUNTY 

Hand' ''^^'^d- 
Non-Handicapped : 

CALDWELL COUNTY 

Non-Hand 1 capped : 

CATAWBA COUNTY 

Total: 



Non 



ERIC- 



Handicapped: 
rRandi capped: 



81,047 
,5 789 
73,454 

8,618 
719 
7,828 



38( 
34 



126 
13 
113 



304 

31 
273 



210 
25 
185 



1,054 
9i4 



956 
8i5 



997 

«75 
902 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 ^0 1.5 1.0 NS 



10.3 



21.1 
0.0 
23.5 



9.3 



10.2 
1.3 
11.1 



13.7 




35.4 



23.0 
7.7 
24.8 



34.9 
19.4 
36.6 



37.1 
12.0 
40.5 



35.8 
5.6 
37.3 



35.6 
11.9 
37.4 



33.7 
9.3 
35.3 



PERCENTAGES 



10.2 
15.4 



35.9 . 
11.1 12 
38.1 14.7 



29.6 12. 

7.7 12. 
32.1 12.6 



22.2 
15.4 
23.0 



7.2 
6.5 
7.3 



17.1 
16.1 
17.1 



12.1 
14.1 

11,1 



17.8 
16.4 
18.0 



17.1 
6.7 
18.1 



27.6 
41.6 
26.5 



24. 
43. 

23.0 



18.0 
43.6 
15.2 



42.9 
40.7 



17.8 
38.7 
15.4 



21.4 
36.0 
19.5 



30.8 
59.3 
29.3 

23.7 
38.8 
22.5 



27.9 
44.0 
26.6 



2.8 3.1 
11.7 22.8 
2.1 l.£ 



\'\ 2.8 
9.9 19.1 
1.4 1.3 



2.6 
10.7 
1.9 



2.3 



1.6 
7.7 
0.9 



2.6 
22.6 
0.4 



3.3 
24.0 
0.5 



2.7 
11.1 
2.1 



2.6 
16.4 
1.5 



3.4 

26.7 
1.6 



0.1 



0.2 
1.3 
0.1 



++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



81.3 
34.1 
85.6 



79.4 

12:1 



89.7 
§3.' 
93. 



79.6 
16.1 
86.8 



66.2 
28.0 
71.4 



80.9 
25.9 
83.9 



90.6 



80.4 
41.3 
83.4 



79.9 13.6 6.4 
4.4 28.2 37.4 
3.6 12.4 4.0 



12. e 

30.7 
11.1 



12.1 

'1:1 



38. '5 
5.3 



9.2 

^<i:J 



22.9 
20.0 
23.2 



13.9 
48.1 
12.0 



8.8 
28.4 
7.3 



14.7 
33.3 
13.4 



5.9 

35,2 
3.3 



8.5 
35.9 
5.4 



1.6 
7.7 
0.9 



11.2 
67.7 
4.8 



52:8 
5.4 



5.1 
25.9 
4.1 



4.2 

32. 
2. 



4.8 

25.3 
3.2 



fCSnHlinBRAM. 



lASKSKUS 



REGION: 1!E6I0N 7-NORTHIfEST 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



HICKORY CIT7 

,. Total 
Hand}cappe< 
Non-Hand icappec 

NENTON-CONOVER ( 
Tota^ 
Hand}cappe<; 
Non-Hand xcappec 



ITY 



DAVIS COUNTY . 

Hand' ''^^ed* 
Non-Hand i caj^j^d ; 

IRBDKLL COUNTY 

» Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

MOORSSVILLB CITY 
« ^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

STATESVILLI CITY 
„ Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

SURRY COUNTY 

„ Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand i capped : 

BLKIN CITY 

» Total 
Handicapped 
Non-Hand i capped 

MOUNT AIRY CITY. 

Tota 



Non-Han< 



Handicapped: 
id 1 capped: 




330 
303 



235 
2^3 



382 
35 
345 



84j 

14 

134 



231 



6 

572 



72 
117 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



11.2 
0.0 
12.2 



3.4 



11.3 



7.4 



1.4 1.4 

0.0 0.0 

1.5 1.5 



0, 
3, 



0, 
12, 



11.7 



7.5 



25.6 



10.8 



9.2 

1:1 



hi 



0. . 
14.5 



34.7 



34.9 
12.5 
38.4 



37.7 

3i: 
48:3 



12.7 
10.3 
(5.5 



52.1 
11.9 
56.1 



4| 

5( 



39.1 
12.5 
42.7 



PERCENTAGES 



16.1 
12.5 
16.5 



17.4 



33.6 

li " 



53.1 
10.5 



34.0 14.7 25.7 

17.1 8.6 42. 
35.7 15.4 23. 



12.4 _ 
13.8 48.3 
12.3 29.1 



6.7 
15.2 



48.3 
66.7 
47.0 



23.! 
44.1 

20.1 



10.7 15.2 



5.7 18.6 



A. 



12.0 
37.5 
8.5 



2.7 3.0 
8.3 29.2 
2.3 0.7 



1:1 



1.0 



2.8 
2.8 



1.4 
22.2 
0.0 



1.1 



0.1 



2.6 

~ 6 
5 



2i:S 

0.6 



4.0 
24.1 
2.5 



3.5 
11.1 
3.0 



3.1 

6.9 31. 
2.6 3.5 



8:1 'I:' 



2 



1.4 

U 



3.1 



0.9 
4.2 

0.7 



3. '5 



:8 



0.2 
1.7 
0.1 



0.4 



0.8 



m\/m\6k SCORES 
++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 

79.4 13.6 7. 
29.2 25.0 45. 

83.5 12.5 4, 



S8:? 

88.2 



36.6 
40.0 
91.3 



85.0 
89.1 



93.0 
55.6 
95.5 



77.3 
37.9 
82.3 



84.5 
52.5 
87.8 



97.2 



90.2 
43.8 
96.6 



15.7 
43.8 
11.3 



8.9 
8.1 



10.4 

32." 
8. 



2.8 
11.1 
2.2 



14.2 
41.4 

10.8 



12.2 
22.0 
11.2 



1-3 



42.9 
0.6 



37!i 
2.2 



4.2 

33.3 
2.2 



20! 7 
6.9 



3.3 

~ .4 
,0 



25.4 

i.r 







y 


50)8 




1.4 




4.5 


25!^ 


31.3 


2.6 


0.9 




SUMMA^bpORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



MSKSNUS 




nCQION: RKGION 7-llORTHIfBST 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



MATAUGA COUMTT 

Handel***' 
Non-Handicai 

WILnS COUNTT 

g .^Total: 

Non-Randicaj^j^d : 

YAokiN COUNTY 

Total: 



Non-Hani 



1^5 



331 
300 



8j 



392 
354 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



PERCENTAGES 



^'\ U'l 1- 

J*? II'S ^i'l 25.8 12. 
31.3 19.7 33.0 5.3 9.7 0.: 



2.1 



-.1 ih 

.7 10.6 34.! 



21.4 



23.7 



li.'S i|:! 

1.5 0.1 



i:o 



0.0 



i;? M M M m 'I;! t;! !;! 



++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



76.7 

lb 



77.! 



11:1 

72.0 



14.0 



0.6 



3.3 



±1 

4.4 

i8:f 

7.3 



106 



nriN 



BASKSMRIS 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annuai Testing Program 
Wr'ting Assessment 1987-1988 



REGION: rigion B-nbstern 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



STATI 



Non-Hsn 



o a- Total: 
Handicapp«Q: 
aicappad: 



RIGION 8-WISTSRN 

Handel***^- 
Non-Hand leaf |«d : 

BUNCOHBB C0UNT7 
„ Total: 
Randicaopad: 
Non-Handicappad : 

ASHBVILLI CITT 

Handica^^ai- 
Non-Handlcaj^faS : 

CHEROKIE COUNTY 
Total: 



Non-Han 



CBBROKKB FIDIRAL 
g ..^Total: 

Non-Handicaf j^d : 

CLAT COUNTT 

.Jotal: 

Non-Handicaf j^d : 

GRAHAM COUNTY 

Tota] 



Non 



.ca; 




HAYWOOD COUNTY 
g . Jotal: 

Non-Handicaj^j^d : 



<ERJC 




1,468 



Mi 

32( 



312 
£§7 

72 
72 

10| 
96 



'If 

562 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



1.2 

1:1 



11.2 
1.1 
12.5 



10.: 



I:? 



6.1 



2.; 



3.2 
0.0 
3.6 

kl 

5.2 



,3 3 



9.; 



15.; 



1:1 



4.2 
0.0 
4.2 



10. 



4.2 



'1:8 

34.1 

m 

32.2 



39 
41:7 



39.5 



PERCENTAGES 



; 15.0 27.6 
9.2 10. 2 41.6 
35.4 15.4 26.5 



16.7 28.6 
12.2 44.2 
17.1 27.2 



17.6 

\n 

11.9 



22.4 
44.7 

19.7 



^1:1 If:? 

13.6 36.6 



26.4 



y li;! 



14. 

3.; 

14.1 



34.1 

35, 
34, 




2.8 3.1 
11.7 22.8 
2.1 1.6 



2.4 

12.2 44.2 10.7 
1 • 6 



2.5 

9.S 
1.6 



3.5 
5.3 
3.4 



7.5 

.2 
,3 



3.8 
33.3 
1.4 



2.! 
20. { 
2.; 



4.2 

16.7 
2.4 



1. 
12. 
0. 



3.2 

.7 
.2 



3.0 
32.3 
1.4 



0.3 
2.6 
0.2 



0.2 



2.1 



0.3 

8:' 



8:1 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



79.9 



i 



11:1 



87.2 

1.1 



92.3 

93.1 
0.0 
93.1 



69. 



58.9 
8.3 
66.3 



J7.2 
2.3 
I0.2 



24. 

IS. 



4;. 



2kl 

6.6 



4.2 
0.0 
4.2 



25.2 
20.0 
25.0 

18.9 

!i:i 



8.1 
19.1 
7.5 



6.4 



il:i ll.-l 



4.0 



79.1 14.1 6.1 
'3.7 28.3 3|.( 
3.3 12.7 3.! 



8.0 

'!:? 



3.2 
21.1 
2.1 



1-2 
29.2 
1.0 



0. 
2. 



5.2 
22.1 

!i:i 



1-7 
48.4 
2.3 



IfS 





summaifI^port 

Corrected 

The Norih Carolina Annual Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1987-1988 



REQION: wiON 8-nbstern 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



RUTHBRPORO COUNTY 
Non-Hani i caj^d : 

smhim couNTT 

Hand' 
Non-Hand x caj^fad : 

TRANSTLVASilA CO 

Hand'ca**** 
Non-Hand x ca|^|^< 

TANCBT CCUNTT 

Hand' ^***d' 
Non-Handxcaj^j^ed \ 




109 



ERIC 



799 
94 



332 
22 
310 



206 
17 
189 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



PERCENTAGES 



11.4 12.1 
Q.O 0.1 
12.3 12.1 



6.9 13.1 



34.9 17.2 
13.6 22.7 
36.5 16.8 



40.2 



18.0 
23.5 
17.5 



20.5 
18.7 



18.9 
35.3 
17.5 



1.5 
9.1 
1.0 



3.4 

11.8 2! 
2.6 1.6 



0.3 
0.1 



9.5 8.1 27.9 18.1 29.3 3.3 3.5 

xU l:\ 3?:i \U \h '1:1 41 

!f1 T% \\-\ M ♦J:* ^ U 

17.0 21.3 20.2 16.0 24.5 1.1 0.0 0.0 



0.3 
1,1 




GRADE 8 



Test Date: NovembeM987 



coNVENTiOrJ §CORE§ 

++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 



79.1 13.! 
4.4 35.! 
3.0 12.1 



i 



66.0 
33.3 
69.1 



81. 

S5!2 



28.2 
33.3 
27.7 



14.2 
40.9 
12.3 



60.7 28.6 
0.0 41.2 
66.1 27.5 



29.7 
5.0 



3.2 



4.2 

27.3 
2.6 



\%:\ 

6.3 



no 



mriHGAinum 

ANNUAL 

TCSTMB PROGRAM 



BASKSMUS 



REGION: region 8-western 



SUMMARY REPORT 

Corrected 

The North Carolina Annua! Testing Program 
Writing Assessment 1 987-1 988 



GRADE 8 



Test Date: November, 1987 



NUMBER 
TESTED 



HEMCZRSOM COUNTY 
.. Total: 
Hand} capped: 
Non-Hanaicapped : 

HENOERSOMVILLE CITY 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Hand icappeo : 

JACKSON COUNTY 

Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

MACON COUNTY 

Handca****J- 
Non-Kanoicif ^d : 

had: COUNTY 

Non-Hanaica[ 

MCOOMBLL COUNTY 
Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handicapped : 

MITCHELL COUNTY 
g .^Total: 

Non-Handicaj^fed : 

POLK COUNTY 

„ ^. Total: 
Handicapped: 
Non-Handa capped : 

TRYON CITY 

Total : 



Non-Hani icaj^^i : 



>ERICl 




615 



11( 

10^ 



305 
22 
282 



255 



224 
23 
201 



150 



134 

23 
111 



31 
1 
28 



FOCUSED HOLISTIC SCORE POINTS 
4.0 3.5 3.0 2.5 2.0 1.5 1.0 NS 



4.6 



10.2 
O.Q 
11.0 

U 

3.5 



2.2 
0.0 
2.5 



5.3 



1.1 



10.6 
0.0 
11.4 



. .0 
9.2 



PERCENTAGES 

32.6 18.9 2i.9 
18.8 12.5 33.3 

33.7 19.3 24.2 



31.0 20.7 
14.3 14.3 

32.1 21.1 



ft'fi 33.4 
0.0 18.2 
10.6 34.4 



2.1 41.4 
0.0 12.0 
2.4 44.3 



11.9 



25.9 
8.7 
27.9 



8.0 32.2 
1.7 1.7 
8.7 35.6 



^8:i 

12.' 



23.8 
18.2 
24.0 



.0 33.6 
.0 8.7 
3.6 38.7 



U 

3.6 



48.4 



19.0 
18.2 
19.1 



10.6 



?2.3 
13.0 
23.4 



16.4 
10.3 
17.1 



21.6 
9.1 
22.0 



3.6 




29.3 
14.3 
30.3 



24.3 
40.9 
23.0 



37.5 
60.0 
35.3 



34.4 
52.2 
32.3 



34.1 
62.1 
30.9 



29.2 
27.3 
30.0 



43.2 



3§-Z 
Q.O 

39.3 



1.8 2.4 
12.5 20.8 
1.0 1.0 



1.7 



1.6 
13.6 
0.7 



1.4 

.0 
.8 



2.2 
8.7 
1.5 



9.7 
27.3 
6.7 



1.5 



4.3 

28. 
2. 



1.6 
9.1 
1.1 



20!$ 
3.1 



1. 
13. 
0.5 



1.2 



1.6 



5.2 
21.7 
1.8 



0.3 
2.1 
0.2 



2- 

0.1 



8:8 

0.0 



0. 



0.4 

1.7 
0.2 



1:8 

1.0 



2-7 

0 



U ^-^ U 

0.0 3.6 0.0 



dbNVENTibN ttdiik^ 
++ +- 



PERCENTAGES 

83.1 12.7 4.2 
35.4 35.4 29.2 
86.8 10.9 2.3 



92.2 4.3 
42.9 14.3 
95.4 3.7 



79.3 
36.4 
82.6 



87.9 
44.0 

92.2 



67.0 
30.4 
71.1 



78.4 
20.7 
85.0 



81.6 
36.4 
85.3 



65.7 
21.7 
74.8 



67.7 
100.0 
64.3 



13.1 
22.7 
12.4 



32'.i 
6.7 



17.9 
21.7 
17.4 



15.0 
37.9 
12.4 



10.8 

§•1 
10.7 



17.2 
21.7 
16.2 



25 
28.6 



3.4 
42.9 
0.9 



7.5 
40.9 
5.0 



3.2 
24.0 
1.2 



15.2 
47.8 
11.4 



6.5 
41.4 
2.6 



7.6 



17.2 

'1:1 




